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The PUBLISHER to the 


READER 


PON ſight of a Book lately Publiſhed, 
called T he Fallibility of the Roman 


Church demonſtrated from the ma- 
nifeſt error of the Second Nicene and Trent 
Councils, &c. I thought the Labours of this 
Author might have been thereby prevented : but 
upon bas 7 of both, I find them ſo conſiſtent, 
that had our Author ſeen that work. ( as he had 
not ) he would have found no juſt reaſon to have 
laid afide this deſign, or treated of it in an- 
other order than he has obſerved. For the de- 
fien of the former is to ſhew,That the Church 
ot Rome and her Councils have actually 
err'd, in making the Worſhip of Images, a Tra- 
dition of the Apoſtles, and to have been re- 
ccived by all Chriſtians from the begin- 
ning; and this that Author has eſfetually done 
by producing the undeniable © Authorities of the 
Fathers in this matter from age to age, and 
ſhewing the repugnancy between them and the 
| 3 De- 
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Decrees of theſe Councils. But This Book ſole- 
ly applies it ſelf to the Second Council of Nice; 
and after an Hiſtorical Narration of the occa- 
ſion, and the Charaers of the Perſons chiefly 
concerned in it, doth further from the Afts of 
it, diſcover the miſtakes, impoſtures, and falſi- 
fications; and how at laſt it was of no Auths- 
rity, and though received as a General Coun- 
cil by the Church of Rome, doth in many in- 
ſtances notoriouſly contradift it. But though 
this Book doth not intrench upon the former, 
but rather with it make one complete Book; yet 
there are ſome things, which it was not ſo cons 
ſiftent with this Author's deſign to enlarge upon, 
that may be met with in the other. Which to- 
gether with other references, the Reader will 
find for the moſt part noted in the Margin, as 
he goes along. 


THE 


PREF ACE 


H E Religious Veneration which is now 

by the Roman Church faid to be due to 

Images, cannot be grounded upon Scripture, 
becauſe it was expreſly forbid in the Old Teſtament, 
and is not once mentioned in the Writings of Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, who taught all men ro Worſhip 
God in Spiritand in Truth: Nor can # be derived 
from any Univerſal Eccleſiaſtical Tradition, becauſe 
then ( according to Lirinenſis his rule) that Tradi- 
tion muſt have been held in all Ages, and in all Places, 
and among all Chriftians. But the Primitive Chri- 
ſtians during the Ten Perſecutions had no Images at 
all in their Churches, as appears by the teſtimony 
both of Heathens (a) and Chriſtians. (5) The very (a) Zenprid. 
uſe of PiCtures in Churches was forbid by a Council '* »#.Alexane 
in thoſe Ages (c); And five of the firſt General {6 Mimu.re- 
Councils do not ſo much as name them. After the {ix. p. 92. £«- 
Church began to flouriſh in peace and plenty, we CR—_ 
find Images and PiQures were firſt uſed only toadorn 1. p. rr. 
the Chrittian Oratories, and ro keep in —_ns oma 
Hiſtory of Scripture, or ſome eminent AQts of Saints 4s. 303. * 
and Martyrs : But in Pope Gregory's time, ( that is 
above 600 years after Chriſt) ſome Superſtitious 
people began to adore them, yet ftill they were re- 
proved for ſo doing by that Pope and by others ; How- 
ever 


The Preface. 
ever as ignorance increaſed, by the irruption of the 
Barbarous Nations into Chriſtendom, this Superſti- 
tion increaſed alſo, and grew to that heighth, that 
the Emperor by the advice of his Biſhops in a 
Council at Conſtantinople was forced to take away all 
Pictures and Images, to prevent that Idolatry which 
wes practiſed by rhe Vulgar. All this being done 
without the conlEnt of the.Biſhop.of Rome, he took 
very ill; and after this Emperour was dead, and a 
Woman as Tutoreſs to her infant Son governed the 
Empire ; a Lay-man being haſtily advanced to be 
Patriarch at Conftantinople ; Pope Adrian chooſes that 
lucky junEture to procure a Councal to be. called for 
the reſtoring Images in the Eaſt. Now leſt the great 
and Venerable name ofa General Council ( as they 
call this Aſſembly ) ſhould impoſe upon any unwary 
perſons, or give credit to the Superſtitious adoration 
of Images, which they firlt eſtabliſhed by a Law; 1 
have. bricfly repreſented this famous Council in its 
own words and ſence, and ſhewed upon what weak 
grounds they proceeded to make this eſtabliſhment : 
andif I have any where miſtaken the meaning of 
theſe DoCtors, it was not by delign, but by reaſon of 
thoſe many barbariſms in the Style, and the frequent 
obſcurity of the: Sence,: which will plead my excuſe 
to all that have read this Council in the Original. I 
could eaſily have noted more miſtakes, and have ur- 
ged thoſe which are obſerved more to our Adver{a- 
ries diſadvantage : but we need not, multiply-.in- 
ſtances, when thereare a few ſo full and plain, nor 
is there any occaſion to aggravate , thoſe matters 
which are expoſed by the bare relating of them. Ir 
is certain that the moſt learned, and conſequent!y the 
moſt moderate Romaniſts are much aſhamed y; this 
oun- 
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Council : and many of them wiſhed and endeavoured 

in the laſt Century for a Reformation in this point : 

But Intereſt prevailed more than Arguments, and ſo 

this praQtice was eſtabliſhed by a new Decree: In 
obedience to which the Writers of that ſide are ob- 

liged to palliate it as well as they can, and much arti- 

fice is uſed by their great Hiſtorian, and the Editors 

of their Councils, to make it ſeem a Catholick Tra- 

dition ; but they are ſo conſcious to themſelves that 

it is not ſo, that they are forced to conceal very ma- 
ny-things which would utterly confute that pretence 

if they did appear. For example, in Labbe's Elition 

of the Councils, that part of the Letter of Charles the 

great to Offa is left out, wherein he mentions the 

ſending him a Copy of this pretended General 

Council (4) and both in Bi#ix#s's Edition and his, the (4) £4b52 
ColleQtions of that famous Aſſembly at Paris againſt C29*:79m7: 
Images are left out, becauſe (as the Notes inform mY 
us ) © they ſmell of the Hereſie of the ancient Ga/- 

« /ican Church, who would not allow Adoration of 
*Images. (e) Yet after all theirpolicy in ſuppreſ- (e) ibid. peg. 
ſing that which makes againſt them, there is (praiſed *5*5: 

be God ) enough extant in Scripture and uncor- 

rupted Antiquity toconvince all dilintereſt men, that 

the uſe of Images in Religious Worſhip, is not only 

a corruption of the Original Chriſtian way of Wor- 

ſhipping God, but alſo a manifeſt Innovation. 
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CONTENT S 


CHAP. I. 


Of the Occafion and Proceedings of the 
Second Council of Nice. 


T HE Chriſtians for Three Centuries without Images, 
nor were they in Churches till the Fourth, nor ado- 
red till the Sixth. This was oppoſed by the Emperor Leo 
Ifaurus i» the Eaſt, who ſent to Pope Gregory the Se- 
cond about calling a Council to ſuppreſſ it ; but was there- 
in oppoſed, and at laſt was Excommunicated by him and 
his Succeſſor Gregory the Third, Conſtantine, calPd 
Copronymus, ;p ny Leo in the Throxe, and in the 


ſame Opinion, and calls a Council for that purpoſe at 


Conſtantinople. To him ſucceeds Leo, calPd Porphy- 
rogenitus, who reign'd but five Tears, Then the Empire 
came to his Sow Conſtantine, « Child of Tex years old, 
under the Tuition of his Mother Irene, who makes Tara- 
lius « Lay-man Patriarch, calls a Council firſt at Con- 
ſtantinople, and then removes it to Nice. Anz account 
of the Acts of that Conncil, 
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THE CONTENTS. 


CHAP. IL 


Of the perſons who defended Image-Wor: 
ſhip, eſpecially in this Councal. 


HE rude behaviour off Pope Gregory the Second 

towards the Emperor Leo. This Pope's proff mi. 
ſtakes in the Scripture. His aiſloyalty to the Emperoy, 
His Dialogues, The abſurd arguings of the Patriarch 
Taraſius. The Charatters of the Biſhops aſſembled in the 
Council; their Errors and Miſtakes, It was a qualifica- 
tion of a Biſhop to be well acquainted with the Pſalter, 
The Scriptare then in the Vulgar Tongue. 


CHAP. IL 


Of the Falſhood of diycrs paſſages in the 
Council. 


Nſtances of the inſincerity of the Biſhops in this Coun- 
I cal, They held Sanitification by Images, and yet de- 
clare they had no truſt in them, They grant no Miracles 
done by them, and yet appeal to Miracles for the Worſhip 
of them, The Apocryphal Stories they cite for ſuch Mz- 
racles, and for which they are challenged by the Council of 
Franckford. They ſay Images are only kept for memory, 
and yet require Worſhip to be given to them, The Falſe- * 
hood of Pope Adrian detefed in his Letter to the Em- 
peror. 


CHAP. 
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THE CONTENTS. 


CHAP. IY. 


Of their Proofs for Image-Worſhp taken 
out of Holy Scripture. 


HE places of Scripture produced in Council for 
* Image-Worſhip. A Pope and Council not Infallible. 
Their Inſertions, Falſifications, and ſometimes ridiculous 
Applicatioxs of Scripture, How they avoid the Second 
Commanament, The Council Anathematizes thoſe that 
will not receive a Doftrine by the bare Authority of the 
Fathers and Councils, if not plainly taught in Scripture. 


CHAP * 


Of their Proofs from Antiquity and Tra- 
dition. 


HE Council grants there is nothing inthe Apoſtoli- 
cal writings for Image-Worſhip; but maintain it 
to have b:en for almoſt Eight Hunared Tears, They ap- 
peal to ol4 Piftures in Churches for the proof of it : and 
require that Perſons pry not too buſily into this pious Cu- 
ftom. They affirm all the Six. preceding Conncils eſt a- 
bliſhed it ; but decline all but the Sixth, which yet diſ- 
proves it, This acknowledged in the Epiſtle of the Patri- 
arch Germanus. The Council produces fabulous Stories 
and ſpurious Traits, The Story of the Monk tempted by 
the Devil to Uncleanneſs, becauſe he would not forbear to 
Worſhip an Imaze. The Fathers produced in the Council 
are not for them. 


CHAP. 


THE- CONTENTS. 
CHAP. VL 


Of thar Anfwers to the Teſtimonies from 
- 015 ng and Antiquity urged againſt 
them. 


Heir farther © Anſwer to the Second Commanament, 
FT that it is Temporary, and belong'd only to the 
Jews. That the Devil pant it into a Jew to add theſe 
words toit, Nor the likeneſs of any thing. Theiy Re- 
plies to the Quotations from the New Teſtament againſt 
Intages. Theſe places defended, The Ancients caltd the 
Elements in the Euchariſt, the Figure of Chriſt's Bo- 
dy, &c. The Fathers againſt Image-Worſhip, as Epi- 
Paniys, Greg. Nazianzen, S. Chryloſtom, Eule- 
bius, who is vindicated from being ax Arrian, 


CHAP. VII. 
Of their weak Reaſonings. 


PP: Gregory's Anſwer to the Emperor, about the 
Conncils, abſurd, The Ancients did not impoſe 
any Article of Faith, or way of Worſhip without good Au. 
thority from Scripture. The weak Inſerences of the Coun- 
cil from the Painting of Church-Walls, The difference be- 
twixt Civil Reſpect and Adoration. The Arguments 
uſed in the Council the ſame as uſed by the Heathens, 
Miracles, if wrought by Images, yet no reaſon for Ado- 
ration. The gooaneſf of the intention no excuſe for Ido- 
latry. The difference betwixt Writing and Pitture, be- 
twixt the' Scripture and an Image, for Inſtruttion, If 

Images 
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Images may inſtruit, yet it's no argument for worſhip. 
The Council not willing to acknowledge an error, becauſe 
then they would not be truſted. Apgels acknowledged in 
the Council to be Corporeal, The Arguments of an Hea- 
then juſtifying bimſelf from their prattice. The Council 
cannot tell what worſhip ts to be given to Images, andis 
inconſitent with it ſelf. 


| CHAP. VIII 
Of the Authority and Credit of this Coun- 


Cl. 


Onſtantine the young Emperour afterward abro- 

gated the Conſtitutions of it about Images : and the 
Decrees of it were condemned by a Council held at Franck- 
ford, called by Charles the great, as contrary to Seri- 
pture and Tradition: This acknowledged. by ſeveral 
Learned Romaniſts. The miſtake of Platina, Amilius 
and Nzuclerus. The Magdeburgenſes vindicated a- 
gainſt Surius and Binnius. The Words of the Council 
of Franckford. Why the Council of Nice #*called the 
Council of Conſtantinople i» that of Franckford. 
Charles the great wrote a Book againft the Doftrine 
of the Council of Nice, 4s did alſo hu Son Lewis. Pope 
Adrian's Anſwer to it, which has neither Truth nor Au- 
thority. The Gallican and German Churches againſt 
Image-worſhip. Agobardus Biſhop of Lyons wrote 
againſt it, The Summ of his Book. Imazes not wor- 

ipped in France or Germany till the Ninth Century. 
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CHAP. 1X. 


Of ſuch paſſages in this Council as do nor 
agree with the preſent opinions of the 
Romaniſts. 


Fo His Conncilof Nice called by the Emperor's Autho- 
'T rity and Command, The Patriarch of Conſtan- 
tinople the great manager of it, owned to be an Univer- 
ſal Biſhop, and ſo called by Pope Adrian. Anaſtaſius, 
the. Latin Tranſlator, his Additions and Forgeries. Pope 
Honorius anathematized in this Council for Hereſie, 
Thu Council againſt making a Figure of God, and Invo- 
cation of Saints, The Forms of Prayer then uſed before 
an Image. No Ceremonies of Conſecration of them or 
the Croff. Thepeople then received the Sacrament in both 
kinds. The Proceſſion from the Holy Ghoſt, and the Fi- 
lioque added to the Creed by the Latin Tranſlators. When 
the Filioque was inſerted in the Roman Creed, The $2, 
Canon of the Sixth General Council about an Image in the 
form of Chriſt, proved genuine againſt Binniusand Baro- 
nius. Chriſt. the Rock, and nothing of S. Peter, The 
diſagreement of Popes about the Apoſtolical Canons. Pope 
Adrian's petition to the Emperor, How the Church of 
Rome owns or rejects Conpcils. 


(1) 
A 


DISCOURSE 


Concerning the 


Second Council 


OF 
NICE 
Which firſt attempted to bring in Image- 
Worſhip, Anno Dom. 787. 


CHAP. L 


Of the Occaſion and Proceedings of this 
Council. 


HE Chriſtians had continued for Three Centuries 

wichout any Images in their places of Worſhip, 

and it was in the Fourth Age when ſome began firſt 

to adorn Churches with the Hiſtories of the Go- 

ſpel, and the Paſſions of the Martyrs repreſented in Pictores : 
Which well-meant and ——_ Cuſtom gave _—_ to 
ome 
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ſome ignorant and ſuperſtitious people afterwards to pivye 
too great Reyerence tothem. And though many eminent 
Fathers, and particularly Gregory the Great, Biſhop of 
Rome utterly diſliked this, and declared theſe Pictures were 
only placed in Churches for Memory and Hiſtory, not to be 
adored: Yet the Vulgar proceeded fo far toward Idolatry, 
that the very Jews and Saracens were highly ſcandalized at 
it; and divers pious Chriſtian Biſhops adviſed the Emperor 
Leo Iſaurus ( otherwiſe calPd Iconomachw ) rather to take 
both Images and PiCtures out of Churches, than to give occa- 
ſipn-to Superſtition and Tdalatryy by letting them ſtand in 
thoſe- Sacred places. Whereupon the Emperor writes to 
Gregery the Second, then Biſhop of Rome, to zdviſe with 
him, about calling a General Council on this occaſion *, but 
the Pope oppoſed this fair motian, and wrote back an abu- 
five and il|-penned Letter, which hindred not the good Em- 
peror ( being ſtudious of the Churches peace ) from writing 
again: Yet he obtained only a return like the former : 
which ſo provoked the Emperor, that by the advice of his 
Neighbouring Biſhops, he proceeds to the other Extreme, 
and orders all Pictures and Images of Chriſt, and the Saints, 
to be pulled down, and defaced; and with the confent of 
the Eccleſiaſticks, depoſeth Germanu Patriarch of Conſtan- 
tinople, who oppoſed this Order; and placeth Anaſtaſirs in 
his room. Pope Gregory glad of this occaſion, to make his 
terms with the Weſtern Fraxks, who were nearer, and more 
likely to defend him, and. pramote all the Intereſts of his 
See, Excommunicates the Eaſtern Emperor Leo 1ſanrw, as 
an Enemy of the Church, and unworthy of the Empire; 
and perſwades his'Subjetts in Traly to pay him no more Tri- 
bute, and te renounce his Government and Authority *. 
Not long after this Gregory dies, being ſucceeded by Gre- 
gory the Third, who held the ſame principles, and carried 
on the ſame deſign: And Leo 1ſaurws dying, his Son Cor» 
ſtantine the Sixth, commonly called Copronymus, was the 
Succeſſor both to his Empire and Opinion. For which 
reaſon the Faction of the Popes ſide rebelled againſt their 
lawful Soveraign, and proclaimed his Kinſman Artabaſan 
Emperor, Excommunicating Conſtantine, and woreitying 
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his Royal City of Conftantinople againſt him: But the 

rightful Prince gathering Forces, ſet upon theſe Rebels, by 

Sea and Lind, and conquers the City, taking Artabaſdrs 

the Uſurper, and many of his Complices, whom he puniſhed 

as their Treaſon deſerved ; and tor that: Juſtice is called a 
Perſecutor, by the partial writers of that Hiſtory. But ,,, ,,,. 
Conſtantine being in peace, calls a Synod at Conſtantinople *, * Or the tte 
at which were preſent Three Hundred Thirty Eight Bithops, 744* Palace 
( the chief of which was Theodoſixe Biſhop of Epheſus ; ) who In gant 
by Scripture, Antiquity, and Reaſon, proved that Images o— = 
and PiCtures were not to. be adored ; and Excommunicarted fhyre. 

ſuch as worſhipped them ; allowing the defacing of them to 

prevent Idolatry. ?Tis true the Pope would not confirm.,, ” 
thoſe Decrees, but neither he nor his Party were able to Wilt Pong 
anſwer the Arguments they produced : And the Emperor $et.z.p.150, 
puniſhed ſuch as would not obey the Decrees of this Synod, 171,96, 
but encouraged the propugners of them. Howbeit, a Fe- 

ver Carries off Conſtantine after he had reigned near Thirty 

Five Years, who was ſucceeded by his Son Leo the Fourth, 

call'd Porphyrogenitms, an enemy alſo to the adoration of An. 775. 
Images; but he did little in that matter, being prevented 

by Death, after a ſhort Reign of Five Years. The Empire 

then deſcended on his Son Conf antine, a Child of Ten years 

old, under the Tuition of his Mother the Empreſs /rene, a $panbem. 
Woman ſcarcely to be parallePd for Ambition, Diſlimula- p. 3: 3,&c. 
tion, and Cruelty ; and who at laſt deprived this her Son 
of Sight, Empire and Life. It's this Empreſs, that, after 4s. 796. 
her diſſimulation in the time of Conſtantine, and her 
Husband Leo, revived the cauſe of Image-Worſhip. To 
m3ke way for which, Paul the Patriarch, one of great 
eſteem, muſt reſign his charge ( but not with a recantation gpanbem. 
of his Subſcription in the former Council, for defacing Ima- þ 326+ 
ges, 25 this of Nice would have it.) And Taraſus, a Lay- 
man, and Secretary to the Emperor, and a Creature of the © * * 
Empreſſes's, was advanced into his room. But this crafty 
erſon ſeemingly refuſes it, until it was yielded ( as before 
It was agreed ) that a General Council ſhould be call*d for 
the adjuſting of this matter. This accepted, Adrian the 
then Pope, and, it's ſaid, the other Patriarchs were ſum- 
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moned'to attend it. But as to the other three, it's certain, 
that if the Letters were ſent, they were never received, or 
if received, there were none of them then preſent in perſon, 
nor by their Legats. And Adrian excus*'d himſelf with 
great ſubmiſſion by Letter, but ſends, as his Deputies, Pe- 
ter Archbiſhop of S. Peters in Rome, and arother Peter, Ab- 
bot of S. Saba; and the Council was ſummoned to ſit at Con- 
ſtantinople. But when it was perceived that Adrian and the 
nn deſigned to reſtore Images, the other party came 
in great numbers to the place, where the Council was Aſſem- 
bled, and forced them to riſe and diſperſe, almoſt as ſoon 
as they were ſet down. And their zeal was ſqygreat, that 
the Biſhops durſt not meet again of one whole year ; and 
after that they were driven to Allemble at Vice in Bithynia, 
( where the firſt General Council had been held.) Being 
thus at laſt met at Nice, Taraſius the new-made Biſhop of 
Conſtantinople, with the Pope's Legats, and two Monks re- 
preſcnting the Eaſtern Patriarchs, managed. the Aſſembly : 
And after the reading of the Emperors Letter ( before they 
had proved their Opinion intended to be eſtabliſhed ) in the 
firſt Aftion they made divers Biſhops ( who had ſigned the 
former Council againſt Images) Recant, and ſo reſtored 
them. Inthe ſecond ACtion they read Pope Adrian and Ta- 
raſins's Letters for Image-warſhip :. In the third AQion 
they read Taraſiws Letter to the Eaſtern Patrizrchs, and 
their Anſwers: In the fourth and fifth Attions they 2t- 
tempt. to confirm the Adoration of Images, by ſome kind of 
quotations out of the Ancients; and by anſwering ſome 
Allegationsto the contrary. In the ſixth ACtion they read 
the Arguments uſed by the former Synod at Conſtantinople 
againſt Image-worſhip ; and with them, the Council's An- 
{wer to the ſeveral Paragraphs. In the ſeventh Action 
they make their Decree for Adoration of Images. In the 
eighth and laſt Action they make divers Canons for Eccleſi- 
altical Diſcipline, and write ſome Synodical Epiſtles; and 
ſo the Council broke up at Nice, but adjourned to Conſtan- 
tinople, where all that had been done was read to the Em- 
preſs and her Son, who confirmed their Decrees, as did alfo 
Pope Adrian afterwards. 

Now 


the Second Nicene Council. 


Now in the following diſcourſe, we will firſt examine what 
kind of perſons they were, who firſt eſtabliſhed this Do- 
Arine and practice, and then obferve what grounds and 
reaſons they went upon, as alſo what regard was had to 
their determination in that, and the ſucceeding ages, which 
we will diſpacch with as. much clearneſs and brevity as the 
matter will allow.. 


CHAF. 15 


Of the Perſons who defended Image-worſhip, 
eſpecially in this Council. 


TT" E firſt Patron of this Opinion mentioned in the 
Council is Pope Gregory the Second, who writ Two 
Letters tothe Emperour Leo 1ſanrw, which are Printed at 
the. beginning of the Acts, and we need no other character 
of him, than we may ſelect from theſe Letters, wherein 
he gives us a Specimen of his mannersin calling the Empe- 


rour an unlearned and thick-fculld man, * and upbraids him * coxcit. Tom. 
with his great ſtupidity; || and yet the Emperour was none Y71 p 19. D. 
of his Image-worſhippers, whoſe dull, ſimple and groſs I ##4-p 14. C. 


minds: ( as this Pope ſaith ) needed ſuch repreſentations ro 


raiſe them up tothe things repreſented : # And Hiſtory de- * 35/4. p.14.D. 


' ſcribes him as a prudent and diſcreet Prince. Bur Pope 
Gregory himſelf ſeems not to abound too much in ingenuity, 
for. he deſcribes a known Heretick , to be ** one that is 


** known to few and not to many : || and he miſtakes Be- y;j1.p, 15. E. 


zaleel for one of the Tribe of Dan, who was Certainly of 


the Tribe of Fudah. * Yea fo little was he verſed in. ; 
Scripture, that he tzkes Hezekiah who broke the Brazen x 


Serpent to pieces, to have been the ſame man with his 
great Grandfather Vzz#al who would have executed the 
Prieſts 


ibid p.11. B; 
x0d, ;1.1,2, 
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Prieſt's Office, though he began to Reign Eighty four yecrs 
before Hezekiab ||. A like inſtance of his In allibility he 
gives in affirming that ** David ſanCtified the Brazen Ser- 
6 pent and brought it into the Temple * : Whereas it is 
well known David was dead before the foundation of the 
Temple was laid. , His Loyalty alſo bore proportion to his 
Learning; for he tells us, ** He prayed to. Chriſt, that ke 
&« would fend the Deviltotake the Emperour ||: and this 
be fancied to be imitating Saint Paul, in delivering the in- 


 ceſtuous Corinthian to Satan for the deſtruRtion of the fleſh, 


that his Soul might be ſaved. He argues notably indeed 
that ** Emperours ought not to meddle with electing Cler- 
& py-men, becauſe Biſhops ought not to concern them- 
& felves with the Palace, nor diſpoſe of Royal dignitics, 
* Yet the Prefacer to the Council tells us, ** He deprived 
& the Emperour of the Government of Traly ||; And Ze- 
naras faith, ** He forſook his Allegiance to the Emperovur, 
&* and made a League with the Franks *: And we may be 
confident he did not hold the Dottrine of Non-reſiſtance, 
For being very angry that the Emperour had ordered an 
Image of Chriſt to be demoliſhed, which he calls ** break- 
« ing the Saviour to pieces}; Hechallenges him to come 
© to Rome if he durſt, and break the Image of Saint Peter, 
© which all the Weſtern Kingdoms took for an earthly 
« God, threatning him if he did, he would be revenged on 
&« him by his Weſtern friends *. If we would know more 
of this Pope, we may read that ridiculous Book of Dia- 
logues, from whence this Gregory was called the Dialogiſt, 
which is falſly aſcribed to Pope Gregory the firſt, but the 
Fables are ſo groſs, and the Stile fo mean, that it is far 
more like to be the work of this Patron of Images, 

As to thoſe Biſhops who ſate in this Council, the Ads 
do not ſpeak them to have been any great Clerks. Tara- 
firs the Patriarch of Conſtantinople, had lately been why” 
Courtier, and yet was the chief orderer ( if not the preſi- 
dent) of this Venerable Aſſembly ||. Pope Adrian at 
firſt it ſeems thought him unfit to be a Biſhop, but when 
he joyned with him ar, noms he then conſented to 
his Eleftion *. Yet they who made him a Biſhop, could 

| not 
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not make him a Divine, as appears by his arguing, © T hat 

«jr is the ſame thing in Doctrines toerr in a little matter 

&« 2s a great; for by either of them the Law of God is diſ- 

« annulled *. By which Maxim Papias his thouſand years , ;;;4 2 , 
Reign, and Saint Cyprian's opinion of Re-baptizing Here- pug 3. x. 
ticks, would be zs great Herefies as thoſe of Arizs and Ma- 

cedonics., And perkaps it was upon this ſame Principle that 

he elſe where arms. & Taking mony for Ordination, or 

« Symony is as great an Hereſie as that of Macedonins, 

who denyed the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt]. One of q ibid. 47. 8, 
their Authors here quoted with applauſe, . hath this Sinewy p4g-630. E. 
compariſon, ** Even as he that affronts the Emperour's 

© Image, is puniſhed as though he affronted the Emperour, 

© though the [mage be wood or coloured wax : even fo he 

&* that diſhorours the Image of any man, diſhonours him 

** whoſe figure it is, * which is idem per idem. That Biſhop ,,,., ,, 
was no deep Rabbi, who being toprove that a man who had ,,, 1c. 
ſworn to the Devil that he would not worſhip an Image 

was not obliged to keep his Oath, cites Zach. 8.17, © Ye 

* ſhall love no falſe Oath : and thence notably infers, ** Our 

©« falſe Oaths are therefore not to be heeded, being of no 

« force ||. Yohn the Legate of the Oriental Diocele,; had ,.,., 2 .. 
but very ſmall $kill in the Oriental tongues, or elſe he prg 254, E. 
would not haye erred ſo very groſly in the Etymology of 

Iſrael, which he ſays ſignifies *© The mind ſeeing God *. And + jbid. 43. 4: 
if the whole Council joyned in making that anfwer, to pag. 199. ©. 
the former Synod »gainſt Images, they were much overſeen 

in ſaying, © The Bleſſed Virgina Mary was by Nature the 

** Mother of God ||. . Whereas ſhe confeſſes, and all men y ;4;4, 43. 6 
know, it was a high grace and ſpecial favour in God to pag. 542. E. 
chuſe her for the Mother of his Son : But no doubt they per- 

ceived the ignorance of Biſhops in that age, whea they 
made a Canon in this very Council, that * He who was to 

* be promoted toa Biſhoprick ſhould be very well 2cquain- 

«ted with his Pſalter, that ſo he might be able to inſtruct 

« his Clergy init, and that the Metropolitan ſhould ſtriftly 

© examine whether he were ſufficient to read the Canons, 

« the Goſpel, the Epiſtles, and the reſt of the Scriptures, 

*( which was then and there in, the Vulgar tongue ) difſ- 
creetly 


8 


* 1bid. AR.8, 
Clan, 2.p. 595+ 
E. 
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© creetly and not imperfetly #. We cannot doubtleſs but 
have a mighty reſpect for Doctrines brought in by theſe 
Biſhops, ſince our age hath School-boys berter qualified ; 
an1 we cannot but pity thoſe Learned men -who are now 
obliged to defend what meer ignorance then produced. 


CHAP. II.. 
Of the Falſhood of divers paſſages in this 


 Conncil. 


Le the want of Learning in Guides of Souls be x 
great defedt, , yet want of Integrity is a greater ; but 


'thereare many evidences in this Council, that the Biſhops 
there aſſembled were as void of Sincerity and Truth, as 


' "they were of Learning and Judgment : for Pope Gregory in 


0 ibid.p.14 E.! 
* A(t.6.p.411 B, 


|| AZ.p.5 5.B. 
* AT.6.p.542. 
E. 


| A. 4. p. 266, 
A. 


* AT.6.p. 491. 
B, 


| AZ.8. þ. 639. 
B.\ 
*3bid.p.647.B. 


His Letter || and the Council do affirm *, that © They had 


© no hope nor truſt in Images: Yet when Baſili#4 comes t0 


Tecant, the Council makes him declare *© He reverently 


« adojes the Reliques of the Saints, hoping to be partaker 
« of their Santification ||, and the whole Council faith the 
ſame. * Donbtleſs alſo thoſe Cirizens of Rome mentioned 
with honour, had ſome hope in the Image of Symeon Stylites, 
ſince they are ſaid to have fer up this Image on every Shop 
door. ſeeking proteCtion and ſafety to themſelves 's yea, 
the Council faith, <* We ſalute and embrace Images, hoping 
&« to partake of SanCtification by them *. Taraſins the Pa- 
triarch declares, *© They had received Images for lifting up 


< their minds, and np their memories, and for pro- 
r 


© curing Tome holineſs from them || .- And in the Appendix 
to this Council, it is affirmed that ** Chriſtians by affecti- 
&« onately adoring and ſaluting the Croſs and other Images 
© are made partakers of their SanCtifhcation *, which ſhews 
their pretence to have no hope in them, to be a meer ſham, 
and a downright untruth. Taraſins 
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Taraſius faith, ** If It be asked why Images do no Mi- 
© racles now, as they were wont todo of old, we muſt grant 
( faith he) ©* 1 hat they do none : and he pretends to give this 
1e;ſon for it,** becauſe that age had no Infidels in it ||,though 1 43.4. p 123; 
there were thouſands who did not beiieve Images were to C, 
be adored : and ſo needed Niracles to convince them. Ger- 
mans alſo his Predeceſſor, almoſt one hundred years before, 
ſpeaking of his own time, faith, ** We muſt not admire 
& there are no ſuch Miracles now, as were rclated to have 
« been done by Imagcs in former times, leſt we ſhould doubr 
* of the Miraculons gifts of the Apoſtles days, fince no ſuch 
* re newgiven *. This ſeems a full confeſſion that for al- *ibidp 315.4 
moſt an hundred yezrs before this Council, no Miracles were pat 
done by-Images : and yet in contradiction to this Confeſſion 
there are innumerable ſtories told and approved in this 
Council, of Miracles wrought before Images, and many of 
them pretended to be done in, and ſince the time of Germa« 
1; yea ſome of them but a ſhort time before the Council : 
ſuch as the Sicilian Biſhop's report of a woman Giſpoſſeſſed 
by an Image at Rome, and the Eaſtern Legates remark upon 
it!: And the ſtory of Aanzoa Biſhop then in the Council, | 42 , p. 215. 
who pretends to have been cured by Addreſſes to an Image, D.& 218.4. 
the very year before *, with that improbable relation of a * js, p.z;8. 7. 
Hagarens eye put out by an Image in revenge for his putting 
out its right eye, ſaid to be done but two years before|] . 154, p.250. D. 
Now either the two Patriarchs who grznt there were no Mi- 
racles of this kind in their time, or theſe relatours muſt 
needs ſpeak falſly; but it is more probable the Hiſtories 
told for the credit of Images are falſhoods, than the ingenu- 
ous Confcſlions of two Zealots for them, in a caſe which 
leſſencd their credit : And therefore the Council of Franc- 
ford juitly charged them with citing Apocryphal ſtorics and 
ridicnlous Fables to juſtifie theic error *. Yet upon the cre- *714. o Alri- 
dit of theſe fictions they argue for Image-worſhip. an.p 939. D. 
Pope Gregory had bragg*'d in his firſt Lerter, « Thar the 
* Six foregoing General Councils.had delivered this Do- 
© (trine non tothem ||, But when the Emperour af- j Zp.r. Greg. 
firmed he could find nothing in thoſe Councils concerning p. 19 2. 
them, the Pope in his anſwer plainly ſuppoſes there is no- 
D thing 
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* Ep. 2. Greg. thing in them about Images * ; and therefore I wonder how 
p4g-27.P* he could prove that falſe aſſertion of his; * Thar Biſhops 
y Ibid. E © of old carried Images with them to Councils ||. In like 
" - manner the Council pretends, ** The Tradition of Images 
&« did not begin at the Sixth General Council, but had been 
* Ai.6, «Geyer ſince the Apottles preaching* : Yet they are ſo incon- 
P49-493.E. fjiderate, that without any proof of the Apoſtles times, they 
in the very next page cite the Eighty ſecond Canon of the 
Sixth Council, which expreſly declares, that in former time 
Chriſt was not pitured in humane form, but repreſented 
by a Lamb: And they ordain, that from thenceforth ir 
ſhould be lawful to oo ©ur Lord in humane form, with- 
out any mention of adoring that Picture of him * ; which 
Teſtimony ( though they triumph very much in ir, and urge 
it three times) makes really againſt them, and Ceclires, 
that adoring Images of Chriſt, is ſo far from being an Apo- 
ſtolical Tradition, or a DoQtrine of all the Six General 
Councils, that till this laſt of the Six ( which was not One 
hundred Years before this of Nice) it was not uſed nor 
allowed to Picture or Carve Chriſt in the form of his Hu- 
manity. 

The Council which forbad adoration of Imzges, blamed 
ſuch as Worſhipped them, ** for imagining a thing niade 
&.with hands to be God, and calling it by the name of 
* AI6 tag. ** Chriſt #. The Nicene Biſhops anſwer this, by ſaying, 
407-D. <« Chriſtians do not call venerable Images by the name of 
[1 1bid.pag. 411 God ||. Bur then | would know, what Religion Pope Grego- 

7y wasof, who calls the Image of Chriſt by the name of 
* Ep.n.Greg. «The Saviour *; and the Council reckons Severm for a He- 
p43-19-A. retick, for ſaying, « The Images of Doves hanging over 

& the Altar were not to be called, the Holy Ghoſt ; Yea, 

they labour very earneſtly to prove, © That the Image of 
l "7" » « Chriſt agrees-with him in name, though not in ſubſtance |] ; 
47 Hom and affirm that his Image ** ought to be called by his 
* .A1.6.pagg. Name *: Yea, John the Legart of the Eaſtern Patriarch 
$33-S. openly ſaith, «* He that adores an Image of Chriſt, doth not 
LAOS & fin, ifhe affirm © This is Chriſt the Son of God |] : Andif 

T_ this be not calling Images by the name of God, 1 know not 

what Is. 


* hid. p1g 406, 
E.407./. 


Theſe 
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Thc. ſe patrons of Images do more than once brag, ** That 
&* ali the Biſhops and Prieſts of the Eaſt and Welt, North 
* and South, had agreed to Anathematize fuch 2s oppoſed 
* Image-worſhip* : and nothing is ſocommon, 2s for this » _£73.6, pzs, 
pack*d Aſſembly to call themſelves rhe Catholick Church | : 455 A&A, 
Bur let it be conſidered, that not long b<forc a Council of 7-748 56 ©. 
Three Hundred Thirty Eight Biſhops (that is, within * ws / - 
Twelve cf the number now 2ſſembled ) had condemned the p —_ 
adoration of Images in the Eaſt *; and Pope Aarsan in his * Prefar. a1 
Letter read in this Nicene Synod affirms, that all the people £9*cil-7 pag 5 
of the E2ſt had erred ( as he miſcals it) before Conſtantine BY pag 7-4. 
and his Mother Irene began to Reign ||, which was but about, 
Seven Years before ; and ?tis plain there were but few of the ,- » PSs 
Biſhops who had condemned Image-worſhip, who recanted 
in this Council of Nice. And the party was fo ſtrong at 
that time in Conſtantinople, that they forced the Synod to 
break vp, and defer their meeting a whole year; after which 
time they removed to Mice, for fear of violence from the , , p 
numbers which were againſt Images * ; which party within ,g 6720 PS: 
a few years after prevailed with this very Conſtantine to re- * of 
voke the Conſtitutions of this Nicene Council ,]. As for Plains in vi- 
the Weſt and North, we ſhall in due place make it evident, ' 44riani 
that in France, Germany and Britain, this Council was ut- P43-21. 
terly rejeRted as no General Council, and of no Authority 
at all, though it was confirmed by the Pope. Infomuch thar 
the Franks ObjeCtions which Adrian replies to, ſay, ©* Theſe 
&« Fathers did raſhly and unwarily Anathematize the Ca- 
& tholick Church,which worſhipped no images ; and do ob- 
ſerve, © that they ſhould firſt have enquired wbat was the *z5i/ 4drizn, 
« ſence of every part of the Church in this matrer * : where» pag.938.D. 
_ their brag of Univerſal conſent, is notcrioully 
alle. 

Again, nothing is more common with them, than to 
mince the matter, and ſay, © They retain Images only for * 77 6.pzg. 
« Hiſtory and Commemoration* : yet they made the Bithops 459-D-VS pg. 
who recanted profeſs, ** They did imbrace and (aJute Ima- hn 
« ges, and give them honorary Worſhip || ; and they alſo ©. #5: 
determine, «* we muſt ſalute and embrace them, and give ; 
« them cue worſhipor adoration * : and to make all ſure, « 12 6 pag, 

D 2 tac 539 C.B. 


Ad. 5.pag 
387.D. - 


| AT. 6. pag. 
1 26.B, 
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the Pope's Legat cauſerh an Image of Chriſt to be brought 
into the Council, and all of them were humbly to kneel be- 
fore it, and zdore it, as a confirmation of their Opinion and 
Decrecs||. 

This MNicene Synod very magiſterially reproves the for- 
mer Council, which condemned Im2ge-worſhip, for ſelf- 
flattery, and for tzking upon them the title of a General 
Council, and ſtilirg themſelves Fathers of the Catholick 
Church || : yet they who had forſaken the Faith and practice 
of the Ancient Church, and differed at that time from the 
greater part of Chriſtians, Co at the beginning of every 


| A2.1.p4g. 39 Action call their Aflembly An Holy and General Council || ; 


C. Ad.2. pag. 
95 (Vc 


| AF. 8. pag. 
6 7,618, 


and every where z\iribe to themſelves the title of the Ca- 
tholick Church : Nor can there be vainer flattery found any 
where, than one of them gives to this deſpicable Council, 
in an Oration made at the cloſe thereof ||; ſo that they who 
could ſee a mote in their Brethrens Eye, did not, or would 
not diſcern the beam in their own. 

Finally, it is very remarkable, that Pope Adrian in his 
Letter to the Emperor of Conſtantinople, wheedles him to 
reſtore Images, by promiſing him great proſperity, and 
many triumphs over the Barbarous people: affirming,** T hat 
&« Charlesthe Great of France, by obeyinghis a&monicion, 
© and fulfilling his will in all things, had ſubdued all the bar- 
© barous Nations of the Weſt, and brought them under his 


- Command || : which manifeſt falſehood could paſs no where, 


but at ſo great a diſtance as Conſtantinople. For it is well 
known, Charles the Great did not obey the Pope's Monition, 
nor fulfil his will in this very point of Images; but called a 
Council to condemn theſe Decrees of N:ce, and ſent his 
ObjeQions againſt them to Rome; which put poor Adrian 
hard toir, to patch up ſomething that might look like an 
Anſwer to thole Objections. Wherefore his proſperity was 
not the effe(t of his zeal for hmage-worſhip, nor of his re- 
verence for the Pope*s Authority. To conclude, What cre- 
dit can we give toa company of men, who make no ſcruple 
to ſay and unſay; toaffirm the greateſt falſchoods, and de- 
ny the plaineſt truths; yea, and contradict themſelves to 
ſerve an Intereſt, and to pleaſe the Pope and the Empreſs 
Irene ? CHAP. 
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CHAP. IV. 


Of their Proofs for Image-Worſhip taken out of 
Holy Scripture. 


\ HEN a Pope writes ina DoeCtrinal- matter. and a 

General Council approves the Epiſtle, a man 
might expe moſt accurate and Infallible Expoſitions of 7: Treatiſe of 
Scripture : For if the Infallible Interpreter do not with a Fall bility. cb. 
Council Expound Infallibly, who can? But in Adrian's 52-7396. 
Letter read and ratified, the adorztion of Images is proved 
from Scriptures that are nothing to that purpoſe : For he 
quotes Heb, 11.21. and tells us, Faceb worſhipped on the 
top of his Staff ; whizh he expounds of Joſeph's Staff, ad- 
ding, ** That it was not the Staff he worſhipped, ( take heed 
of that ) ** but him that bore ir, to whom he ſhewed this 
&« reſpect and love || : but if the place be ſearched, there 1A? 25 paz. 
appears nothing but that Jacob worſhipped God ; and being 197 C. 
aged and infirm, could not bow down withour leaning over 
the top of his own Staff, 

Again, from God's commanding Moſes to make two 
Cherubims over the Mercy- ſeat, (Rong he expreſly forbid 
the Jews to worſhip the likeneſs of any thing in Heaven 
above; and though theſe Cherubims never were worſhipped; 
nor ſo much as ſeen by that people, being behind a Vell in 
the moſt Holy Place ;) Pope Adrian infers, Chriſtians ma 
make and adore Images ||, though they have no command, 
as Moſes had, to make them : and though they are forbid- 
den as well as the Jews were, to worſhip them. The Lo- 
gick of which Inference is very notable. And yet this top- 
ping proof of Scripture is cited over and over in many pla-, ,z., . 
ces of this eminent Council |, The reſt of his proofs from COTS 
Scripture are ſuch as theſe, Honour and Majeſty are in his paſſim. 


pre ſence, 
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preſerce, Fſal. 96. 6. Thy face Lord will 1] ſeek, Pal, 25, 
8. The rich among the people ſhall intreat thy favonr, or, pray 
before thy face, Vial. 45. 12. And Lord lift thou up the light 
of thy countenance upon 1, Pſal. 4-6. * All which places 
he moſt impertinently applics to the worſhip paid to the 
Images of God and Chriſt, whereas they are ſpoken by 
David, with reſpect tothe Jewiſh way of worſhipping God 
in the Temple, - the place of bis eſpecizl preſence; to thar 
they who came thither are ſaid to be before God, or by an 
'Hebraiſm, before his face. But it is well known that no 
Image of God, nor ſhape was ever ſer up there : ſo that if 
coming to a Temple towworſhip God without an Image or 
viſible repreſentation, be the ſame thing with coming to a 
Church to worſhip God with and by Images; Then this 
infallible Interpreter of Scripture is a good Expoſlitour of 
all theſe places. 

A little after John the Eaſtern Legate groſly abuſeth that 
excellent prophecy of our Saviour's Incarnation, Mercy and 
truth are met together, righteouſneſi and peace bave kiſſed each 
other, Pſalm 85.10. by applying it to the agreement between 
Adrian and Taraſiw, and the emibraces wiich Juſtice (that 
is the Roman Church) gave the Empreſs Irene, ( thatis 
Peace ) * the wit of which flattering alluſion will not ex- 


_ cuſe the Blaſphemy of the Application. 


In the fourth Action, the whole Council makes a great 
ſhew of proving their Doctrine by Scripture : And yet they 
can find nothing there, bur firſt, the Command to Moſes, 
to make the Two Cherubins ||, which we have ſhewcd is 
not at all to the purpoſe, Secondly, They tell us 44:/es 
heard a voice from between the Cherubins when he went 
to conſult the Lord, Numb.7.89. But did Moſes workhip the 
Cherubins ? or do they hear the voice of the Lord from theic 
dumb Images ? if not, why do they cite this place ?' T hird- 
ly, But they ſay Ezekiel had a Viſion of a Temple adorned 
with Cherubins and Palm-trees, Ezek. 40. 1. if any real 
conſequence can be drawn from this imaginary Temple, 
it is only this, That Churches may be adorned: but how 
doth this prove that Images are to be adored ? The for- 


mer we grant, but it is the latter which they were to prove, 
ane 


- the Second Nicene Council, 
and ſhould have ſhewed us that Ezekiel kneeled to, kiſſed 


and prayed to thoſe Cherubins and Palm-trees, and they 


had ſaid ſomething. Fourthly, They give us St. Pauls de- 
ſcription of the Old Tabernacle, in which were the Che- 
rubins of glory and the mercy-ſeat, Heb. 9. reaſoning from 
thence, ** Thar as the Old Teſtament had Cherubins over 
© the Mercy-ſeat, ſo under the New Teſtament there muſt 
« be [mages of Chriſt over the Altar *. Ireply, if it were 
ſo; ſtiſl we might argue © As in the Old Teſtament they 
«did not adore thoſe Cherubins; ſo under the New we 
© muſt not adore theſe Images. But indeed there is no con- 
ſequeace can be drawn from what was in the Old Taber- 
nacle, to what muſt be in Chriſtian Churches; for then we 
muſt have bloody Sacrifices, and many other abrogated 


," rites. And St. Paul inthat very place affirms, Thoſe were 
Fg figures for the time preſent, Ver. 9. impoſed on them until the 


* 


time of reformation, ver. 10. Yea his Argument ſuppoſes a 
mighty difference betwixt their carnal, and our ſpiritual 
worſhip: So that this proof alſo is wholly impertinent. 
And can they imagine fuch thin and inſignificant inferences 
as theſe ſhould balance a plain command of the Moral Law : 
which exprelly charges us to make no Image of any thing 
to worſhipir? That Golden wedge will weigh down all 
their conſequences, if they could rake together ten times as 
many abuſed places as they have here done. 

Who can ſufficiently admire the deep reach of Theodoſirs 
a Biſhop in this Council, who proves the worſhip of Ima- 
ges by that place of St. Paul, Rom. 15. 4. Whatſoever things 
were written afore time, were written for our learning, || for 
he notably obſerves, that holy and venerable Images and Pi- 
ures as well as material writing, are for our learning. But 
doth Sr. Paul bid us adore theſe old writings ? doth he en- 
joyn us to offer incenſe, gifts and prayers to them? No 
doubt common writings, ſuch 2s Livy and Tacitw, were 
written for our learning, and ſo are the cld Carvings upon 
Roman Arches, and the PiCtures of prophane Hiſtory ; but 
I hope it doth not follow we are therefore to venerate for 
worſhip theſe. As for the Hiſtorical uſe of Pictures, we 
do not deny ic, but we cannot allow that was any part - 
the 
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A Diſcourſe of * 
the Apoſtles meaning here, where he ſpeaks of Old Teſta. 
ment ex; mples, which God left in wiating, not in paintii.g 
or in carved work, aud he took wiiting to be the far better 
way to inſtruct vs. 

Leontius Cyprims, who lived not above 2co years before 
this Council, is cited here with applauſe, where he adds a 
long paſſoge ( 2s if it were inScripture) to the Hiſtory of 
Foſepls coat being brought to Faced, ſaying, He kiſſed it 
mith tears, and laid it on his eyzesz not loving or honouring 
the garment, *but Joſeph by it: whence he would prove 
we muſt ſhew the love and honour we have for Chrilt and 
the Martyrs, unto their Images *. To which it ſuffices to 
anſwer here, that this Author hath forgot that Woe in the 
Revelations pronounced againſt al] that ſhall add to the words 
of God's book, Revel, 22.18, there bcing not one word 
of this in the Original, nor in any Authentick Verſion ; 
and for the Argument we ſhall meet with ic afterwards, 

The ingenuity of Taraſixs is very viſible in citing a place 
where Jeremy was complaining of the Jews for worſhipping 
Idols, calling it, forſaking God the fountain of living waters, 
and hewing out unto themſelves broken ciſterns which can bold 
no water, Jer. 11. 13. and this he makes a Prophecy of 
thoſe Chriſtians who would not adore any Images|| . Bur 
Theedoret doubtleſs is a better Interpreter, who tells us, 
Images may well be compared to Ciſtgrns, being made with 
hands; and to broken Ciſterns, beTauſe as they have no 
good in themſelves, ſo they can neither hold nor convey it 
to others. And would any leave a fountain that always 
had, andever ſent out water in abundance, for theſe broken 
Ciſterns * ? And ſoalſo doth Opratw Milewvitanus expound 
the place || : wherefore this will prove a Prophecy of theſe 
Image-worſhippers, who leave the Spiritual worſhip of God, 
and worſhip the work of their own hands, and the Patriarch 
is catcht in his own ner. 

T hat Chriſtian who is brought in diſputing with a Jew that 
was very much ſcandalized at their Images, ſeems to be hard 
put to it: for when the Jew urges him with the Second Com- 
mandment expreſly forbidding to make any Image or like- 
neſs of any thing to worſhipit;, The Chriſtian is forced to 

alter 


”. 
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alter the words of the Law, and ſay, * It only forbids us to 
« worſhip any new God, and the likeneſs of any thing as 
«God *: which addition of his own to God's Law ſhews, 
that they will alter Scriptare rather than change their opi- 
nion. Yea, afterwards the Council wonders any body will 
apply words to the Chriſtians which were ſpoken ſo long 2go 
to the Jews || > whichis noleſs than abrogating the Moral 
Law. 

In the next AQtion theſe Fathers produce two places of 
Scripture to prove that Jooking upon Images is as ancient 
in the Church, and as uſeful as hearing the Goſpel : The 
firſt is, Let me ſee thy countenance, let me hear thy voice, for 

weet #5 thy voice, and thy countenance us comely; Cantic. 2. 14. 
Which is ſo ridiculous that it needs no confutation, only 
we may note theſe are the words of Chriſt to the Church, 
whom he calls his Dove; ſee ver. 10. And therefore are 
by no means to be applied as a ſpeech of the Churches to 
Chriſt, and it is a bold thing to ſuppoſe we ſee Chriſt's 
face as plainly in an Image, as we hear his words when 
the Goſpelisread. Their Second proof is, Like as we have 


beard, ſo have we ſeen, Pſal. 48. 7. * And truly this may *« 42 6.p.407. 
be a proof of any thing that can be heard and ſeen, ir may B. 


prove a Fly as uſeful as a learned Oration ; but the mean- 
ing of the place is quite another thing: For God's people 
ſay, ** As they had heard of his promiſes to defend his 
© Chugch, ſothey had ſeen him defend ir, as appears by the 
next words, in the City of our God, God upholdeth the ſame 
for ever. But doubtleſs we may both hear and ſee what ad- 
mirable ſenſe a Pope and Council can find in Holy Scri- 
pture, by their rare expoſition of this place. 

If the Holy Text will not juſtifie the doctrines, they have 
a curious art of enlarging it. For they tell us, The Saints 
departed know that, according to the Apoſtle, they are diſſolved 
and are with Chriſt, and intercede for ws, and they Cite for 
this, Ph. 1.23. || by which an unwary Reader might think 


that St. Paw there maintained the Invocation of Saints, the » 


grand Pillar of Image-worſhip. But if we conſider the place, 
the Apoſtle confutes the very Interceſſion of the Saints there. 
For S. Pawl ( who doubtleſs ny a Saint ) could haye wiſhed 
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to be in Heaven, but only that he ſaw he could do his Phj- 
lippians more good by ſtaying upon. Earth ; and becauſe he 
preferred their profit before his own pleaſure, he was con- 
tent to live with them ſtill ; which ſhews the Apoſtle knew 
nothing of his being to be a Mediator or Interceſlor for them 
in Heaven ; for if he had, he could not have affirmed it was 
better for them that he ſhould continue in this mortal ſtate, 

The next inſtance ſhews their —_—_— in reading Scrip- 
ture ; for they cite an obvious place of S. Peter, 2 Ep. 3. 16, 
in this manner ; The wnlearned and unſtable wreſt the Scrip. 
tures according to their own luſts : whereas S. Peter's words 
are, ---- wreſt as they do alſo other Scriptures, to their own þ. 
deſtruttion*. Yetas they have cited the place, it plainly 
belongs to them, rather than their Adverſaries; for they 
have given very many inſtances of their wreſting Scrip- 
tures, to make it ſerve their luſt of promoting Image-wor- 


ſhip. | 

i ſeems to argue they had no great ſhare of modeſty, in 
that they account thewfelves, That Church of Chriſt of 
which S. Paul ſpeaks, Epheſ. 5. 27. ** which was the Spouſe 
* of Chriſt, withour Fot or wrink/e||. But beſides their ma- 
ny evident ſpots and wrinkles, ſufficient to confurte this vain 
application, S. Auguſtine informs us, ** That the Church 
* without ſpot or wrinkle, is not to be underſtood, as if it 
© were ſo now, but that it is now preparing, that it may be 
© fo againſt it is to appear in glory || ; and (1 doubt not ) he 
will be thought a better Interpreter of this place than 
they. 

But there is nothing back'd with more proofs from Scrip- 
ture, than a peculiar notion of theirs, which is as weak as 
their Teſtimonies for it are impertinent, viz. That after 
Chriſt had once redeemed Chriſtians from Idolatry, it was 
impoſſible they ſhould ever retepſe into that crime ; which 
they would collect fram God's promiſing the Fews, ro blot ont 
the names of Idols from under Heaven, Zach. 13. which pro- 
miſe was 2Ctually performed to that people after the Capti- 
vity- And from God's Kingdom, being an everlaſting 
Kingdom, Pſal. 145. and his gifts and calling being without 
repentance, Rom. 11. The lame Inference they my" 94 

where, 
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where, from S. Luke 1. 75. where Chriſt is ſaid ro deliver us 

from our Enemies, that we might ſerve him in holinefs and 
righteouſneſs all the days of our life. And from God's /miting 

his Enemies in the hinder parts, and putting them to a perpetual 

ſhame, Pſal. 78. 66||, To all which I anſwer, If this did, ,q_ ,, 
ſecure the whole Church from a poſlibility of relapſing into 8.c. a. 
Idolatry, it doth not ſecure one corrupt part of it, And 

though Chrift hath done his part completely, yet this will 

not prove that all men ſhall always do their parts: For at 

this rate of arguing, no ſingle perſon nor number of men 

could poſſibly fall into any ins or falſe Opinions : and thus 

we may prove none, who are redeemed by Chriſt, can be- 

come Hereticks, Apoſtates, Drunkards, or Whoremon- 

gers; nor can I ſee how they are more ſecured from Idolatry, 

than from any other error or crime, 

Toconclude, lt is very viſible all along, that they have 

no mind their DoCtrine ſhould be tried by Scripture, as be- 

lieving it was not on their ſide. For they oblige Baſilixs, 

when he made his Recantation, to Anathematize thoſe who 

ſay, * They will not receive any Doctrine upon the bare 

&© Authority of Fathers and Councils, vnleſs ic be plainly 

* taught in the Old and New Teſtament ||. Which wiſe j _12.1 pg. 
and Orthodox reſolution we are taught by many holy Fa- 58... 
thers, who charge vs to believe nothing in matters of Faith, 

but what may be provedout of holy Scripture: Yet theſe 
Gentlemen call this, taking vp the words of Extyches and 
Dioſcorcs, However this is a tacit confeſſion, Scripture is 
againſt themz and therefore they are the firſt Council 

* which exprefly accurſed all that reject Eccleſiaſtical Tra- 

* dition, written or unwritten ||. And when they are, 2g ,,, 
pinched with ObjeRions from the holy Text, they fly out 594 JM. 
into a long Harangue againſt Scriptore, crying out, ** That 
* allthe Patrons of Hereſie take occaſion for their Errors 
© from the divinely inſpired Scriptures || : but we may well ' A? 6.942. 
except the Patrons of Image-worſhip; for they have tiſed al} 453-2: 
the ſhifrs imaginable, and: yet:cannot find any one place of 
Scripture te graft their Error upon, and therefore they fly 
to Univerſal Traditions, which how rarely they mzke our, 


ſhall be examined in the next Chapter. 
E 2 CHAP. 
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CHAP. V. 


Of their Proofs from Antiquity and Tra- 


dition. 


4 hf HE Scriptures cited in this Council were only to floy- 

riſh with; for the main gromne they go upon is Tra- 
dition : And though they often affirm this praCtice of 
Image-worſhip came down to them from the preaching of the 
Apoſtles, yet they grant it is not in any of their writings. 
For they ſay the making of Images was delivered tothem 
from the Apoſtles, by an unwritten Tradition ||. And elſe- 
where they brag this Doctrine and praCtice had continued 
almoſt Eight Hundred Years|; that is, from the time of 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles : But there is no proof of this offer- 
ed in all the Council, except this; ©* That we may know it 
& by the old Pictures to be ſeen in Churches ||. Now can 
any man in his wits, believe, there were any Churches then 
ſtanding, or any Pictures made in them, which remained 
in the year Seven Hundred Eighty Seven, that bad been built 
or painted in the Apoſtles days; eſpecially if it be remem- 
bred, that Chriſtianity was perſecuted for Three Hundred 
years together. So that if we will take their word for it, 
( who have given ſuch Specimens of their Integrity, Chap. 
3. ) we may believe it if we pleaſe ; and knowing they cannot 
prove it, they would have us take it on truſt; Telling usit 
is really an Ancient Eccleſiaſtical Tradition z but withal 
charging us, ©* Not to ſearch too narrowly, nor enquire too 
© buſily into this pious Cuſtom and ancient Law |}; anda 
very little fearch will ſhew the weakneſs of this pre- 
tence. 


For 
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For in the next place it is affirmed, ** T hat all the Six pre- 
© ceding Councils had eſtabliſhed the Adoration of Images | : 
Yet afterwards Pope Gregory confeſſes, ** there is no more 
« in thoſe Councils about this matter, than about eating 
&« Bread, and drinking Water *. And it is certain, there 
was not one word about Images in Five of thoſe General 
Councils, becauſe theſe Zealots for them do not cite one 
word out of them, for any uſe of Images, no not when they 
were urged todoit. And for that Canon of the Sixth Coun- 
cil ( mentioned before ) it was not made a full Hundred years 
before this Nicene Council; and it only gives licence to Pi- 
(ture our Saviour for the time to come in a Humane form, 
who before was wont to be repreſented by a Lamb, and this 
only for memory-ſake, but not a ſyllable of any Adorati- 
on ||; which really diſproves their pretence of. all the Six Ge- 
neral Councils ; and ſhews, that the very PiCturing of Chriſt 
in humane form, was a late thing ; and that the adoring that 
Picture or Image, was never Decreed in any one of the Six 
Councils. And this is plainly owned by. the Patriarch Ger- 
manu, who in his Original Epiſtle ſaith, ** The General 
&« Councils every where received, had made Canons about 
© many things-of leſs moment than Images; and it is- not 
© ( ſaith he ) probable they would haveletr this point undiſ- 
* cuſſed and undetermined, if the adoring Images had led 
« to that ldolatry which is condemned in Scripture ||. Now 
"tis enough to anſwer this. weak inſinuation, to ſay, ** Whar 
« wasnot practiſed could not be condemned : bur my main 
buſineſs is to obſerve, thata Patron of Image-worſhip 
grants theſe Councils ſaid nothing of adoring Images, which 
ſhews the failing of their. pretended Tradition : and it is ve- 
ry plain, that this paſſage was againſt the ſence of the Romax 
Church, and therefore both the Latin Verſions labour to 
corrupt it. Anaſtaſius he Tranſlates it moſt falſly thus; 
* The General Councils every where received, which have 
© laid down rules in ſeveral Chapters concerning Images, 


&c ||. And the old Latin Verſion with leſs. ſincerity [till | 7bid in Ferſi- 
ſaith ; ** That, though in theſe General Councils many Ca- ®** £#7'®. 


* Yerſio An- 
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* nons were made for Images, yet none appeared for abro- 
&« gating them * : Both which Tranſlations contradict the 
Greek 
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Greek-of Germannss Epiſtle, and the Truth alſo; and the 
4ttempt of the Tranſlators to corrupt this place, declares 
that the Roman Church hath long fince had the art of making 
old Athors ſpeak their own ſenſe, bur till it is plain thc 
Image-worſhip was not eſtabliſhed by all of any of theſe 
Six General Councils, . 

Again we may be confident they have no good proofs fiom 
genuine Antiquity, becauſe they fly to fabulous Narrations, 
and ſpurious TraQts for evidence of this pretended Tradi- 
rion. 

- So Pope Gregory cites the Epiſtle of Abgarms to our Sa- 

* Fp. Greg.p. viour *, which was condemned as fabulous and Apocryphal 

34. DB. by his Predeceſſor Pope Gelaſixs, in a Council at Rome || , 

0b Sula M. 1nd is rejected at this day by moſt of the Learned writers 

==, . of that Church. The Council alſo cites a Canon of a Council 
held by the Apoſttes at Antioch, in which, leſt the faithful 
& ſhould err any more about Idols, They appoint them to 
«make the ſtatue of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, both God and 

* 42.3.p.63.C, * man * : which Council and Canon are of their own devi- 

| ſing and atteſted by no credible Author. Pope Adrian cites a 
notorious Fable of the Images of the Apoſtles ſhewed to 
Conſtantine the great by Pope Sylveſter, who had fled to 
Mount Soratte for fear of Conftantine*s perſecution, and was 

142,2.p.102,E, now pretended to becalled back from thence ||: Yet it is 
moſt certain there was no perſecution at all in the time of 
Sylveſter ;, for Conſtantine was become a profeſſed Chriſtian 
in the time of - Miltiades his predeceſſour ; whom the Em- 

* Optar. Miley, PETOUr had conſtitured the Judge of Cecilianm his cauſe * , 

L 1. 5 Euſeb. 8nd ( #s Romiſh Authors affirm ) he had given that Lateran 

bift 1.16. 6.5- Palace and divers noble gifts to Rome in the days of this 

| Binii not. is Miltiades || : How then can it be likely Conſtantine ſhould 

— Miltiadss, 4frerwards turn perſecutor again in the days of Sylveſter ? 

ping * orneeda new Miracle to Convert him ? but the ſtory ſerved 

my preſent turn, and ſo it was all one whether jt were true 

or falſe. Again the Council prodnces a relation of the 
bleeding of an Image of our Saviour and the Converſion of 

* 42. 49.218, 29PY Jews thereupon, which they father upon Athanaſim 
"9s Þ.2"* the great *. But the whole paſſage is proved fabulous by a 
| Riveri Critic, Tearned Author of ours !|, and Nannim a Doſtor of Lovarn, 

Sacr.l.3.6, 6. who 
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who firſt digeſted Arhanaſis's Works into Tomes, put this 

among the ſpurious pieces : Yea Bellarmine himſelf afhrms 

this Sermon was not the work of the famous Arhanaſins, 

but of a nuuch later Author, for ſaith he, Sigeberr in his 

Chronicle relates this Miracle as done but in the year 766. 

that js only 20. years before this Council of Nice *. And « zefarm. de 

the whole ſtory ſmells fo ſtrong of the Legend, that we may Scvipe. Zecleſ. 

well betieve there never was any ſuch thing. But it {vas a i Aben p.g2, 

late invention of the Image-worſhippers to countenance 

their Doctrine, and by the laventors publiſhed under a great 

name, to gain credit toit. There are many more pallages 

cited as Teſtimonies of Antiquity which are moſt incredible 

Fables worthy of deriſion rather than a ſerious Confutation. 

Such are thoſe Legends quated out of Sophronize of Feruſa- 

lem, who dyed about the year 636, about which time the 

Sixth General Council complains that, ** Many had filled 

&« up the Lives of the Martyjs with feigned ſtories ||, of which | Conc. 6. Con- 

kind we may well reckon that ridiculous Tale concerning q /t«*3. Cen.63. 

certain Hermit who ſware to the Devil not to reveal his 

advice, which was, not to worſhip any more an Image 

which he kept in his Cell : But yet afterwards he informs his ; Treatiſe of 

Confeſſor what counſcl che Devil had given him, who grayer theFallibilicy. 

ly and piouſly declares, ** That the Hermit had berrer go of che Roma 

& intoevery Bawdy houſe in the City than- neglect OG! Cltrch, pus 

& ſhip the lmages of Chriſt and the Bleſſed Virgin #. Which : 4-ASE8 

excellent Divinity and rare Hiſtory, pleaſed the Fathers of Þ >. . 

this Council ſo well, that they cite it again in the next AR ||, | 48.5.p.382. 

and make many notable remarks upon it, as a famous eyi- 4 

dence of the agreement of the Fathers concerning Iniage- 

worſhip*; v:hereas the moſt of theſe relations are but + 42, 44.254. 

about one hundred, or one hundred and fifty years elder 3B. & 42s. p. 

than this Council, and ſo cannot make out a Tradition which 383: C- 

they prezgad had continued for near Eight hundred years, 

being rather the dreams of ſuperſtitious Monks». and Apor 

cryphal az well as ridiculous. Fables || ,- than the TeRimauies | Fyift. Alri- 

of any eminent or genuine Fathers, outs wor of ani ad Carol, 
As for the places they cite out of approved Aythozs,cither 4p. 939. D:) 

they are only about the uſe of Pictures for Ornament and 

Hiſtory, ar they are ngthing at all tg,the purpoſe, and poke 

—_ 
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of them are ſufficient to prove a Tradition down from the 
Apoſtles times. For Sr. Chryſoſtom lived near Four hundred 
years after Chriſt, and he only Taith, ( it the Sermon be his ) 
« That ſome people our. of their affection to their Biſhop 
« Meletins procured his Picture, and hung it upto keep him 
&« intheir memory * : Bur he ſpeaks of no Adoration paid 
either tothis Picture, or to that of the Angel deſtroying the 
Aſſyrians in their Tents; he alls it indeed a pious repreſen- 
4bid.p,202.C, Fatzon, and ſaith, he was pleaſed with it ||. So Gregory 
Nyſſen was much affeCted with a Picture of Abraham's offer- 
# ibid.p.206 B, Ing up his Son Tſaac *, And no doubt many Proteſtants 
are much pleaſed with good Pictures of Scripture- Hiſtory, 
and yet never intend to worſhip or adore them: For they 
grant with St. Cyril, That it is lawful to deſcribe any hiſtori- 
1 ibid.p.206,3, 641 paſſage in Scripture in a Pifture|| , But what is all this 
to their purpoſe-? They tell us that Gregory Nazianten re- 
lates, How **a lewd woman was reform®d, by ſeriouſly 
« yiewing the PiQure of a reverend and vertuous old man. 
And no doubt the ſight of his perſon would have had. a 
more certain effect ; yet none can inferr from thence, that 
| ſhe had been obliged to _ his perſon, nor doth the 
*i6id p-206.D. Father ſay any thing of her adoring his Piture #. The 
woran who was cured of an iſſue of blood, made a ſtatue 
of Chriſt, after the Romans cuſtome, who uſed this way 
tivid p. 207,3, toexpreſs their gratitude to their BenefaCtors || : but there 
is no mention that ſhe or others adored this Statue; and if 
the Chriſtians had done ſo in that age, they could not have 
accuſed the Heathens for worſhipping their Images. Afe- 
rins Amaſenus lived after the year 400. and he only Rheto- 
rically deſcribes the Pifture of S. Exphemia's paſſion,which he 
ſaw in one of the Portico's of the Church, and ſaith that the 
Painter was piouſly employed when he drew this piece * , 
*;bid p #07.D, no doubt more piouſly than if he had been paingng a pro- 
fane ſtory z but ſtill we do not find that the Father prayed 
to this figure, and this is the firſt inſtance they can bring of 
a Picture hung up in or near, a Church. So that probably 
about this time they came to be uſed to adorn Churches. 
For it is moſt improbable, which a certain Legend afterwards 
affirms, That there were Pictures of Saints in _—_— 
Churches 
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Churches in the times while perſecution raged * : and we 
axe aſſured of the contrary by far better authoricy ||. Ic 


was therefore in the Fifch Century that this adorning of 


Churches came in, 2s may be collected from that quettion 


put to Nl ( who lived about 445) concerning Painting p 374. 


Churches or Oratories : and he adviſes then to have ( not 
a Rood-Joft full of Saints, but ) only the bare ſign ot the 
Croſs in the Ealt end, and faith, the other walls ſhould ra- 
ther be adorned with Hiſtories of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, then with horſes, dogs and hares, and ſuch like vain 
Pictures * 3 but in him we hear nothing of adoring, either 
the Croſs or other Pictures. 

The next order of Teſtimonies, are out of Authors living 
Six Hundred years after Chriſt, in an age when Ignorance 
and Superſtition grew apace, and therefore they are no good 
evidence for a Tradition, pretended to be derived from the 
Apoſtles. Maximm dyed not much above One Hundred 
years before this Council |] . And in him we firſt meer with 
kiſling the Croſs and the Image of Chriſt, as well as the Go- 
ſpels in the taking of an Oath * : But the Fathers of this 
Council ſtretch this too far, when they. affirm this was Ado- 
ration; for thoſe who utterly deny, that any adoration is 
due to the Goſpels, will yet kiſs the Book when they take a 
ſolemn Oath. Leontizs Cyprixe is an obſcure Author, and 
ſome think this Tract was never heard of before this Coun- 
cil; however he lived but in the year Six Hundred and 
Twenty || , and therefore is too late for an evidence in this 
cauſe : He ſeems indeed to ſpeak the moſt home to the ado- 
ration, but his authority weighs not againſt many Elder and 
Learneder Fathers z and his Arguments ſhall be examined af- 
terwards * , Their next witneſs Anaſtaſixs Biſhop of Ar- 
tioch , lived inthe Seventh Century, and yet is no favourer 
of their cauſe; for he allows no more honour to be given 
to Angels than we give to men, and exprelly declares, we 
muſt not pray to them, that being a ſervice only due to God : 
and how this will agree to the praying to Saints and Angels, 
in and by Images, as the Romaniſts daily do, I cannot ima- 

ine. Beſides he makes it ridiculous to adore the Emperors 
image, when he himſelf is potent * ; yet Chriſt w_ by 
ure 
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ſured us, he is preſent always, when we aſſemble in his 
Name ; and he hath promiſed to be with us unto the end of 
the world, and therefore it is as ridiculous to adore his 
Image. For as Lattantizs argues,_< Since God cannot be 
© zbſent, but by his Divine Nature, he hears and ſees. all 
© things in every part of the world, it is needleſs to make an 
© Image of him, that is every where preſent; and ſince he 
&« hears us, it is enough to call upon his Name in Prayer |, 
As for Sephronius of Fernſalem, he is too late, as was noted 
before, tor he died in the year Six Hundred T hirty Six *, 
Yet he names no cuſtom of adoring or praying to the Ima- 
ges of the Saints, though he ſpeak of building Churches to 
their memory, and ſhews the great advances which Super- 
ſtition had made in adornjng Churches |. And his very ſi- 
lence about Adoration, fa good proof that no ſuch thing 
was in uſe at that time. 

Finally, as if they relied not much on theſe later witneſ- 
ſes, they run back again to ſome more eminent and ancient 
Fathers, but ſtill to no purpoſe. The firſt place cited out 
of S. Chryſoſtom, is not to be found in the belt Edition of his 
Works; bur if it were, his arguing, that all Creatures have a 
Natural reverence for Man, as he is the Image of God |, 
will be little for the credit of their Images, which Dogs will 
piſs upon, and Birds defile; yea, which Mice and Worms 
make bold with. The following Citations out of S. Atha- 
ſaws and S. Baſil are good evidence againſt the Worſhip of 
the Image of Chriſt 1n their time ; for they only argue for 
the Worſhip of Chriſt himſelf, and ſhew that he being the 
Image of God, in worſhipping him, we _ God; and 
this they illuſtrate by the Civil honour paid to the Emperor's 
Image, which is ſhewed for the Emperor's ſake. But if 
there had been any cuſtom then of worſhipping Chriſt's 
Image with Religious worſhip, that had been a far more 
proper illuſtration for their Argument than the other [|; 
and there could not have been a fitter occaſion to mention 
the adoring Chriſt by his Image than this. Wherefore their 
filence in that point, and their ftying to a remote compart- 
ſon, relating only to civil Honour, doth prove, that in 
their time the Image of Chriſt was not adored with Ng 
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Worſhip. The next Citation out of S. Baſil, is out of a ſor- 
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ged Epiltle of his to Julian the Apoltate ||; which is fo groſs, y 48. 4. prg. 
that ſome of the Romeniſts are aſhamed of it; and the very 263 CD. 


ſtile ſufficiently diſcovers it #. And no doubt if S. Baſi/ 
had writ ſo platnly to Julian, about the Chriſtians adoring 
Images, that witty and malicious Adverſary of theirs would 
have made uſe of this, to juſtifie his Pagan ldolatry ; where- 


as in all his Works he never objects this, but blames them 
as enemies toall Images. The teltimony of Theodorer, abour 
ſctting up the Image of Symeon Stylites over their Shop-dgors 


*'r Caves 
Life of $.B:fil, 
[43. 222, 


at Rome, hoping for protection from thence j|, confures the | 47 4 P43: 
pretence of Pope Gregory, and the Council, that they did not 
hope and truſt in Images *;, and no doubt it was a crime in * Fp.Gregor, 

the people who did ſo, if the Story be true : but ler ic be p4g-14- E.& 
remembred, that Theodoret brings it in with, They ſay, as £5.6.019-40% 


being only a report ; and he lived a great way from Rome, 
and ſo might be eaſily impoſed on in this' matter. They 
add another place out of S. Baſis Sermon on Balaam, 
which ( if it be genuine ) is nothing to their purpoſe of ado- 
ration, being only a Rhetorical flouriſhing kind of advice 
toa Painter; and many thouſands hold it lawful to draw a 


picture of our Saviour, who utterly refuſe to worſhip it ||. |-A£2.4.p:g. 
In the next Act, S. Cyril juſtly condemns Nebuchadnezzar, 27": A 


for the Sacriledge of taking away the Cherubims out of the 


Temple #, But what is this to'a Chriſtian Emperor's ta- * 4? 5-P43- 


king away Images, which were not ſet in Churches by God's ##7'** 


command '( as. the Cherubims were. in the Temple) and 
which-were abuſed to Superſtition and Idolatry; ( but ſo 
were not the Cherubims) if S. Cyril had blamed Hezekiah 
for breaking the brazen Serpent, it had been ſomewhat co 
the purpoſe, and their Application had been very proper. 
As for the Epiſtle of Symeon Stylites, it was writ to that Ju- 
ſtin the Emperor, whodied in the year Five Hundred Seven- 
ty Eight. So thatic is too late to witneſs their Apoſtolical 
Tradition ; and beſides, he ſaith not one word of any wor- 
ſhip paid to the Images of Chrift and his Mother, by the 
Chriſtians, which is the point they were to prove. Nor 
ought his Authority to be much conſidered, if we obſerve 
bow lictlecbarity this angry Saint had, who urges the Em- 
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peror to deſtroy thefe Samaritans without any mercy, who 
had no mercy on the Images : and curſes them to the 
4 42 5.p. 350 pirof Hell |, though Chriſt hath charged us to blef, and curſe 
E.Cc. not, * 
And now we ſee how they have made out their Catholick 
Tradition, for the veneration of Images, which came 
( they ſay ) from the preaching of the Apoſtles, and had 
been reccived for near Eight Hundred years, being the Do- 
Qtrine of z!] preceding Councils and Fathers. And yet not 
one Council or 'Father mentions Images, till above Three 
Hundred years after Chriſt, and after that for Three Hun- 
dred year more they were only uſed for Ornament and Hi- 
ſtory z but the Adoration is proved by a heap of Legends 
and ſpurious Authorities, -or by Writers who lived but a ve- 
ry little while before this Council. 


CHAP. VI. 


Of their Anſwers to the T, eftimonies from Scrip- 
ture, and Antiquity urged againſt them. 


HAT men's affeCtions will clap a ſtrong biaſs upon 
their Judgment, is very evident from the proceedings 
of this Council, who (as we have ſeen ) admire the flende- 
reſt Teſtimonies imaginable, which ſeem to favour their 
own Opinion ; but reject the moſt ſolid and-ſubſtantial evi- 
dence alledged againſt it, both from- Scripture and Antiqui- 
ty, of which we will produce a few Examples, 
p. Treatiſe of When they are pinched with the Second Commandment, 
Fallib. Chep.z. ( which is part of the Moral Law that Chriſt came to fulfil, 
2-39, &e. and not to deſtroy ) ©* They are very angry that their Ad- 
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« yerfarirs ſhould take words ſpoken long ago under the 


* Law to the Iſraelites, who worſhipped the Golden Calf, 
& and made trial of the e/£gyptians abominations, and aps 


& ply themto Chriſtians || ; whereas theſe words were ſpo- | 48.6. pig. 
ken before that people worſhipped the Calf, and do oblige 467.A. 


Chriſtians as well as Jews; yea, and condenm theſe when 
they make Images or Pictures to worſhip them, as well as 
the Iſraelites, And whereas in the ſame place they pretend 
this Law was given to the Jews, becauſe they were to go in- 
toa Land where they were Idolaters; I would ask if the 
Chriſtians for the firſt Three Hundred or Fonr Hundred 
years did not alfo live among ldolaters ? If they- did, then 
for this reaſun doubtleſs they had no Images for ſo ſo long 
time however. And if this make the Commandment to be. 
binding, the Spantards ſhould have carried no Images into 
America, nor the Jeſuits into the Eaſt- Indies. In another 
place, when a Jew is mentioned citing the Second Com- 
mandment, Fohn the Legat of the Oriental See, ſaich, The 
Devil put it into his heart to add thefe words, Nor the like- 


neſs of any thing ||. Yet thoſe are the very ſyllables which || 47 5. pag. 
God -put-into Moſes his mouth. They would do well to con- 336.D. 


* 16;:4.p48.355, 
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ſider who put it into their heart to add to this Law,**To wor- 
&*«ſhipthe likeneſs of any thing «s God ®, which is a meer de- 
vice toexcuſe their Idolatry. 

When they are told out of the New Teſtament, that 
Chriſt hath freed us from Idolatry, and delivered us that 


Worſhip, which is in Spirit and Truth, John 4.24. They 1 4#%6 page 
make no-reply there, but afterwards they ſay, ** No Chri. 42: 


& tians did ever give that Worſhip which is in Spirit and 


* Truth to Images, or to the Figure of the Croſs}. But let; 1571 azo 465. 
it be obſerved, that they ofcen pretend the worſhip which by p4g-460 


they give to any Image, is not for its own ſake, but for the 
fake of that which it repreſents. From whence it follows, 
. thatfthey do not worſhip an Image of Chriſt in Spirit and 
Truth, yea, though the Worſhip they give it be diretted to 
him it repreſents; yet ſill ir is not a worſhip in Spiric and 
Truth, and conſequently it is not that worſhip which Chriſt 
delivered to us, which they giveto Chriſt himſelf when they 
worſhip him by his. Image > and can we imagine he will 
accept 
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accept a meanery and another ſort of worſhip of their own 
deviling ! 
| ſhould tirethe Reader and my (elf, if 1 ſhould reckon 
up their ſlight and blundered Anſwers to many other very 
pertinent places of holy writ: So that I will barely relate 
theſe Texts,viz. Fobn 20.29. Bleſſed are they that have not 
* 42.6.9.463, ſeen,and yet have believed * . Though we have known Chriſt 
C. according to the fleſh, yet now from henceforth know we him no 
more, 2 COr- 5+ 16. For we walk, by Faith and not by ſight, ib. 
Libid.p.467.D. ver. 7. || All which plainly declare, that fince Chrilt is now 
glorified, we muſt not worſhip him by letting our ſenſes 
dwell on his outward figure as he was.on earth, but muſt 
worſhip him by Faith, and ſute our Notions of him to his 
glorified ſtate. 
- How confident ſotever theſe NVicene Fathers ſeem, that 3ll 
the Councils are on their fide, their Adverſaries ſolemply 
- # jbid.p.423.C. declare that they receive all the Six General Councils; * and 
they may ſafely do ſo, becauſe there is nothing in any of 
them concerning the adoring of Images, no more, than 
there is in the ancient Creeds. ' So that I wonder theſe 1- 
meage-worſhippers can prove their adverſaries to be -( what 
they often call 'them ) Hereticks and Apoſtates. They tell 
us indeed, ſome Hereticks did receive ſome of the General 
'* Councils, but ſtill they did reje others, whereas the ene- 
mies of Image-worſhip, received all the Councils which.had 
been then held in the Church, 
The former Council againſt Images, had affirmed thar 
*the Fathers did own no other Image of Chriſt, but the Bread 
and Wine in the Holy Euchariſt : But this Council denics 
_  .. that anyofthe Ancients called the Euchariit, rhe Image of 
"*;bid.p.447.F- bis body * ; yet the Margia of the other page confeſſeth, thar 
Naxzianzen and Cyril and other Greek Fathers do call the 
|ibid.p-459-D. Elements after they are. Santified, Antitypes of Chriſt : || 
Now an antitype is a Copy taken from the Original, and 
* Heſychims expounds r/r@& by xapexrip and 6x4»; ſo that 
they mean, They are images of Chriſt, or, as Tertullian ſpeaks, 
* Tertul.adver, A figure of bis body *. It 1s ſtill viſible in the Liturgyof S.Ba- 
Mare lib.4 fil, that after the words of Conſecration, ( by which the 
Romaniſts pretend the change is made) the Symbols or 
» | | 
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called Antitypes||: Wherefore when they are made what | Liturg, 3:þil. 
the Conſecration makes them, they ſtil] were believed to be dit. Fzc.Goar. 
only Images of Chriſt; and theſe Fathers of Nice were ſo ?-'5%9. 
hampered with this ObjeQtion, that they were forced to ſet 
vp the New Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation, to evade the 
force of this Argument and Authority. And withal, we 
may perceive how little they value the Teſtimony and ſenſe 
of Antiquity when i:is againſt them. 
Epiphanins is cited by their Adverſaries, * forbidding the 
© people to bring any linagesof the Saints into theirChurches 
& or Church-yards, or houſes, becauſe they ſhould have God 
« :Iways in their hearts; and it was not lawful for Chri- 
© ſtians to be diverted by gazing about, or by the wandring 
* of their minds *. Andto this they can find no reply, * 49. 6 p.474, 
but by ſaying, they will not believe this to be the ſaying of E. 
Epipbanims, or that he did condemn Image-worſhip : I an»: 
ſwer, no man is more likely to condemn that worſhip than 
Epiphanins, For he blames the Carpocratien Hereticks for 
having and adoring the image of Feſw\| ; and ſeverely Cen- |! Eyiph.contr. 
ſures the Collyridrans, for offering before a certain Chariot bareſ.t.1. Tom. 
prepared for the Virgin Mary, calling, the. making Images ** #7: 27. 
an invention of the Devil*. And his Epiſtle to John Biſhop « ;4, 1, 4, Tom. 
of Jeruſalem, ſhews that he utterly diſlikes Pictures and 1, þer. 79, 
Images in Churches; and that he tore a Vail which he found 
in a certain Church, mcerly becauſe it had the Picture of a 
man on it || ; which Epiſtle St. Hierom approves as gennine, | Ejus Fpift. ad 
* and owns that he himſelf had tranſlated it ||]. Therefore Fobn. _ 
there is evidence ſufficient that Epiphanims was not only * 290% 4pe 
againſt Image-worſhip, bur againſt the Superſticious ador- Ro 
ning of Churches with Pictures, which was then beginning | ;5id. Zpip. ad 
to creep into ufe. Pammach.1 01. 
There are divers eminent Fathers produced againſt this P-57% 
new Doftrine and praQtice of theirs, to which they give no 
ſatisfattory anſwer. For example, Gregory Natianzen ſaith, 
«Iris an evil thing to have Faith in fading colours, and not 
« in the heart #. Sr. Chryſoſtom declares, © We enjoy the « 425 479. 
& preſence of the Saints, not by their bodies, but by their 3, 
© Writings, which are the Images of their Souls || . Amphi- | i5id.p.482.A, 
lochivs affirms that, ** The Chriſtians took no care to draw 
«the 
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& the fleſhly perſons of the Saints with colours on Tablets, 
©« for they hal no need cf them, being to imitate their Con- 
* 41.6, p.q83, ©* verſation by a virtuous life #. In like manner Theodotm 
s Ancyranus ſaith, + We have been taught, not to make the 
*« PiCtures of the Saints in material colours, but to imitate 
© their Virtues by thoſe things which are writ of them, »5$ 
<« being their living Images, by which ae are excited toa 
<« zeal like theirs. For let theſe who ſet up theſe Figures, 
&« tell us what profit they get by them ; or into what ſpiritual 
* contemplation they are led by them, yea it is manifeſt ir 
f ibid. p.49t. **ijga vain device, and an invention of the Devil's craft || . 
ts To theſe plain Teſtimonies they oppole many words, but 
little or no ſenſe, and for the laſt of them, they will not be- 
lieve that Theodotus would call making Images an invention 
of the Devil: though we have ſhewed that Epriphanirs uſeth 

the very fame phraſe. 

When they are preſſed with a clear evidence out of Eſcbi- 

' uw againſt making or keeping the Image of Chriſt's humani- 
*3bid.p 494.-F- ty * ; they have nothing to reply but that Exſebius was an 
yy  Arrian, which charge is made out to be very falſe ||. And 
life of Eaſebi, if it were true, it doth not leſſen his credit in a point that 
us, Þ-3 ts had no affirity with Arrianiſm; He might give as true an 
account of the Faith and prattice of the Church about Image- 
worſhip, as the moſt Orthodox could do. But indeed Pope 
Adrian was fo far from thinking him an Arrian, that he 
+ Adrian, Fpiſt. Quotes him againſt the Arrian opinions #. And this Coun- 
ad Carol Mag. Cil cites an Hiſtory out of him for an Apoſtolical Tradition! 
p-916.D. The Patriarch Germanw alſo took him for good evidence, 
| Ad.6.p.451. when he cites him for Images*: and ſo doth Pope 
- AB. 4. pag. ©1480) || - Now though both of them cite him imperti- 
315.B.-/ nently as to their point,: yet it argues great prtiality to al- 
| Ep. Gregorii, low a witneſs, when we think him on our ſide, and take ex- 
p. 14+ B, ceptions #t him, when we find he is againſt us : and it would 
puzzle any man, to give a good reaſon, why Exſebims ſhould 
be a good Authority for Images, and of no credit when he 

ſpeaks againſt them. 

We might here bring in many plain and full proofs out of 
divers other genuine Fathers, to ſhew, that for many ages, 
there was no veneration given to Images in the (one 

urch : 
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Church, Eut that hath been done by other hands : and our 
buſineſs is only to conſider, how this Council makes out this 
their pretended Tradition, and the very Acts of it contain 
more ſolid and expreſs Teſtimonies againſt this opinion, 


than they can bring for it: Yea, they who urge every &c. 


compariſon and hint of a genuine Father to promote their 
Cute, will ſcarce allow effher Scripture or Fathers 0a the 
other ſide, Legends ſhall paſs there for Truth, and here 
Truth muſt paſs for Legends: but an impartiel eye may 
eaſily diſcern they can neither detend their own evidence, 
nor-yet anſwer the Teſtimonies brought in by their Ad- 
v<r(aries. 


CHAP. VII. 
Of their weak, Reaſonings. 


Hen Pope Gregory was told by the Emperour, that he 
could find nothing in the firſt Six Councils concerning 
the Veneration of Images, he thinks to come off by ſaying, 
* There is nothing in them about eating bread and drinking 


© water *: asif eating and drinking were a matter of Re- « Epiſt. Greg. 
ligion, about which we might expect a Council ſhould treat, pag. io. D. 


as well as of the True way of Worſhipping God. If Ima- 
ges hd been uſed in every age ſirce the Apoſtles, it is not” 
probable there ſhould be no mention of them in Six General 
Councils called about the affairs of Religion ; it would be 
as ſtrange as never to meet with Shiclds and Spears in. Livy 
or C<ſar's Commentaries: So that not finding any thin 
about eating anddrinking in the Councils, is not fo ſtrange 
by far,as to find nothing about Images, becauſe thoſe were the 
proper places to treat of-theſe things. 
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It was but reaſonable in thoſe who oppoſed Images, to 
require the Patrons of them, to ſhew where the Old or New 
*A2.1:þ $8.3 Teſtament taught any body to adore them * ; for in a point 
ſo immediately concerning the worſhip of God, his Will re- 
. vealed in Scripture ought to be our rule and guide; and to 
deviſe a way of worſhip not taught us by God, is unlawful, 
The Nicene Fathers think to avoid proving their DoQtrine 
by Scripture, and render their Adverſaries odious, by 
& Accurſing thoſe who will not receive a DoQtrine from Fa- 
&*thers, Councils, and Tradition, unleſs it be taught in 
« Scripture, and pretending Arize, Neſtorixs, and other old 
© Hereticks talk*d at this rate. But they ſhould'conſider, 
that no genuine Councils or Fathers did ever impoſe any 
Article of Faith, or way of Worſnip without good authori- 
ty from Holy Scripture, which is quoted both in the As 
of the Councils, and in the writings of the Fathers. Andif 
they had-not had Scripture to confute Arim and Neſtorins, 
&c. Tradition alone would not have done it. Thoſe anci- 
ent Doctors never accurſed any of theſe Hereticks for re- 
uiring proofs from Scripture, but yielded tothat as a rea- 
ſonable demand, and brought in Fathers only. to ſhew, how 
the Church of old had expounded the Scripture in thoſe 
points. But as for this Nicene Council, they can neither 
confute their Adverfaries by Scripture, nor yet by Councils, 
Fathers and Tradition, and were better at an Anathema 

than an Argument. | 
There is nothing more common with this Aſſembly, than 
to-bring in teſtimonies of painting any Hiſtory of Scripture, 
or Church Antiquity upon the walls of any Chriftian Temple, 
though it were meerly for Ornament and Inſtruftion of the 
illiterate; and thence to infer, that the Ancients did, or 
we ought to venerate and adore them. But ſurely the mo- 
dern Romaniſts will not allow all thoſe to be (3s they call 
themſelves) good Catholicks, who adorn their Churches 

with Scripture Hiſtories; for divers Proteſtants do ſo, and” 
yet utterly deny adoring thefe Pifures. Perhaps it will be 
faid this was to confute their Adverſaries, who defaced Pi- 
tures and Images. To which I anſwer, that they ſhould 
then only have applied theſe Teſtimonies againſt png 
an 
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and breaking them, and not put more into the Concluſion 
than was in the Premiſes, and from theſe places urge Ado- 
ration. . And beſides it will not follow, that it was lawful 
to adorn Churches with Images and Pictures, when the 
people did begin to adore them Superſticiouſly, - becauſe ir 
was lawful co do ſo when this Superſtition was not uſed; 
for it was very lawful to keep the brazen Serpent whole, fo 
long as it only ſerved for a memorial of the Miracle : but ic 
was neceſlary and pious to breakit, when once the people 
began to adore it. So that the increaſe of Superſtition juſti- 
fied the breaking and defacing ſuch Images and PiQtures, 
which were innocent enough in their firlt deſign, and other. 
wiſe might have been retained. 


Leontius Cyprixs is brought in by the Pope's Legats arguing 
for the veneration of Ingages ;z but alas! his argumears will 
not abide examining : For.the Cherubims in the Tabernacle 
being made by God's ſpecial order, and forbid to be adored 
by his expreſs Command, will not prove that Images of 
Chriſt, and the Saints, not made by God's direCtion, are 
allowed to be adored ||; fince the Commandment ſtands ſtill 
in force againſt making the likeneſs of any thing to worſhip 
or bow down toit. Again, ſince they counted their Images 
Religious things, and uſed them in their Religious worſhip, 
itis very impertinent to juſtifie this kind of Adoration, by 
Childrens affetionate kiſſes given to their abſent Father's _ 
Staff, or Chair, or his Coat ||; and to think todefend it, |/5id p4g-338. 
by Parents kiſſing their Children, or Childrens falutin oy 
their Parents, or Subjects bowing to their Priace ; for theſe 
are only marks of civil love or reſpeCt ||, and differ vaſtly | 4 xz 
from that Religious veneration which he would eſtabliſh ; : 
and he would have us pay this veneration for Chriſt's ſake, 
not only to the Crofs, but alfotohis Tomb, to his Manger, 
yea, to Bethlehem, Sion, Nazareth and Jordan; and to all 
places which he walked cr ſate on, and touched |]. And | lhid.p:g.239. 
why nat to any other Tombor Manger, if we cannot come DV. 
at, or find thoſe ; to any other Town, if thoſe be demoliſh- 
ed; or to any other River, ſince that Water which Chriſt 
touched, is. run away long ſince; if ic be but done for 

G 2 Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's ſake, is well enough. Ar this rate no body can 
tell where this groſs and ridiculous Superſtition will ſtop, 
But after all he ſcems to like Images better than thoſe things, 
and argues, that we ought to worſhip them, beczuſe God 
works mitacles by them ||. I reply, that accoiding ro Ger- 
manu nd Taraſims, this re:fun was out of doors long be- 
fore this Nicene Council, ſince (they ſay ) ſuch micacles 
were. then ceaſed. And yet ſuppoſing it were true, that 
ever God had wrought any miracles by Images, it wil! not 
follow from thence, that*they are to be worſhipped. For 
we do not find that any did ever worſhip the Bough that 
made the Iron ſwim, the Pool of Betheſda, the Clay and 
* pittle, nor the Shadozy of Peter ; and yet by all theſe, real 
miracles were wrought. The reſt of his arguments are the 
ſame that the Pagans uſed to excuſe their Idolatry, when 
accufed by the Primitive Fathers. -He ſaith, « They do 


_ *« not worſhip the Wood or Stone, Silver or Gold, but thoſe 
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« thatare repreſented, to the remembrance of whom theſe 
« yiſible ſigns raiſe their minds ||. - And in this very Coun- 
cil a Heathen argues at the ſame rate, and ſays, ** When we 
«embrace Images, we do not adore them, but ſerve the in- 
&« corpoteal Powers which they repreſen: #. So thar theſe 
men have only changed the Images, but worſhip God the ve- 
ry ſame way that Pagans did, even by corporeal repreſenta- 
tions, which the Ancient Fathers thought to be Idolatry: 
But this Author brags, © That he would offer adoration and 
<« worſhip to the Creator and Lord of all only, by the Hea- 
«yen, the Earth, and the Sea, by Wood and Stones, by 
« Reliques and Temples, by the Croſs, by Angels and Men, 
& and by every Creature viſible and inviſible |]. So that 
thoſe Heathens, who believed ( as ſome of them did ) One 
only ſupreme God, were not to blame, when they offered 
adoration to him by Stocks and Stones, by the Hoſt of Hea- 
ven; yea, by Dogs and Crocodiles. It muſt he a very bad 
Eauſe, which hampers us ſo, that we cannot excuſe Chriſti- 
ans from Idolatry, but by juſtifying the Heathen way of wor- 
ſhip: yet this Writer is the beſt Arguer that the whole 
Council produces on their ſide. No Argument is more fre- 
quently urged, than the comparifon between the mg? 
| 0 
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of Chriſt, and that cf the Emperor : For, ( ſay they ) © Ag 

&* the honour or affronts done to the Emperor*s Image are 

&« eſteemed honours or affronts to the Emperor himſelf, ſo 

&rthe reſpett or diſhonour offered to the Image of Chriſt, is 

© to be eſteemed a reſpeCting or diſhonouring Chriſt him- 1.19 
.Felf | ; but this is eaſily anſwered ;, for the caſe is widely 207 
different : The Emperor is a moital Man, and many of his A. 65 alibi. 
Subj:(s never did or can fee hint, and ſo he needs an Image 
to repreſent him, being abſent: Bur God is every where 
preſenc, and Feſw# is with us to theend of the world; and 
their own Author here confeſles, ** It is only when the King 
© js abſent that we honour his Image for him ; but when he 
& is preſent, it is ſuperfluous to deſert the Original and 
& zdore the Copy ||. From whence infer, that to worſhip "Yy . 
an Image of Chrilt, is to deny his Omnipreſence, and is as  —* 48-2476 
ridiculous, as to bow or talk to the King's Image when he * 

both ſees and hears you, and when you are bid to direct 

your addreſſes to himſelf. Beſides, we do not fee any that 

bow or knecl to the King's Statue or Pitture, much leſs that 

offer np any petitions or praiſes to ſuch dead Figures; and 

ifany did ſo, they would be thought diſtracted; yet theſe 

are the honours that Romanifts do to Images of Chriſt, and 

the Saints. It is ſufficient reſpect to our Prince*s Picture, 

if we do no affront toit; and thus far Proteſtants will go, 

when there is no peril of Idolatry. But let us ſuppoſe, thar 

an Emperor finding his people fo abſurd, that few of them ' 

came to his Court, or paid reſpe& immediately to his per- 

ſon, but run up and down to his Images or Pictures, and 

bowed to themz yea, called them by his name, made 

ſpeeches and petitions to them, as if they were addreſſing to 

him; and upon this ſhould make a Law, that no- man ſhould 

make any Image or Picture of him, with intent to bow down 

toit, or give it honour; Then ſuch as made or adored his 

Image, though under pretence of reſpe(t to him, would re- 

ally affront him, by breaking his expreſs Law : and if there 

were no other way to reclaim the people from this madneſs, 

it were allowable for the Friends of the Emperor, to take 

away the Figures, and ſend their fellow-SubjeCts directly to 

the Emperor, as he himſelf required. And- this is the wy 
( 
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of our Lord Jeſus and his Images. Thereis a Law in force 
agaiult this adoration, and divers commands to come direct- 
ly tohim, and to God by him; ſothet now it is not Honour 
but diſobedience and contempt, to follow our deviſed way 
of worſhipping him, and deſpiſe his direQtions and his Law, 

The great maintainers of this Worſhip would prove it no 
Idolatry, by this notable Maxim, ** That in every thing we 
& mwſt not look at the fact that is done, but at the intention 
« of him that does it . Now \the worſhippers of Images, 
they ſay, do not intend to commit Idolatry : | reply, the 
Heathens when they bowed down to their Idols, and offered 
iacenſe, prayers and gifts to them ( as ſome Chriſtians do 


- to Images ) did not intend either to worſhip a falſe God, or 


to commit Idolatry, and yet God calls and counts them [do- 
laters, and ſuch no doubt they were. And if we apply this 
Maxim to other ſins, Noah did not intend to be drunk, nor 
Lot to commit inceſt, Thoſe who went out with Abſalom 
in the ſimplicity of their heart, did not intend to be Rebels, 
nor Ahab to kill Naboth. Yea Piat himſelf ſeems to have 
nodeſign to condemn our Saviour : But can any man ſay all 
theſe were innocent ? There are but few ſinners in the world, 
if none be guilty, but they who before hand intend to do 
ſome great ſin : if we go voluntarily into ill company and 
drink by their rules, though we did not deſign to be drunk, 
yet we may be guilty of intemperance. The Primitive Mar- 
tyrs ( had they known of this device) need not have dyed, 
rather than have offered incenſe to the Emperor's Image, or 
to thoſe of his Gods : For if their intention had been to ho- 
nour the True God that way, they mighr have ſaved their 
lives, and by this doQtrine might have been very innocent : 
But the Maxim is extremely miſfapplyed by theſe Image- 
worſhippers, for ſince God hath forbid that way of worſhip, 
no intention of ours can annul that Law, or give us licence 

to break it. | 
Another Argument which is often repeated for the ado- 
ration of Images is, ** That PiCtures ſet out the actions of 
« Chriſt or his Saints, as well as writings or diſcourſes, and 
though the Apoſtle ſaith, Faith comes by bearing ; one of 
theſe ſays, it comes as well by ſeeing; fo that wy. 
ere- 


LIMI 
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Hereticks who denyed the reality of Chriſt's body, might 
be convinced by Images, and the dulleſt ſouls raiſed by them 
unto ſpiritual Contemplation ||. In anſwer to which it mult 
be noted, that no Pictures can ſet out the words of Chriſt, 
and theſe are the moſt heavenly part of the Goſpel, and 
the moſt uſeful to us who do believe : and fince St. Paul af- 
firms that, Faith comes by hearing theſe words; it is very 
ſawcy for theſe men to contradict him, or to pretend to find 
out as good a means as that which the Holy Ghoſt aſligns. 
And it is ridiculous to expect that an lmage of Chriſt ſhould 
make a Heretick believe Chriſt's humanity was real, if he 
diſ-bclieve the plain words of the Four Evangeliſts: nor 
can an image, which only repreſents our Saviour's. meaneſt 
and mortal part, raife up the mind to Spiritual Contempla- 
tion, becauſe it cannot ſer out his Divinity, nor his preſent 
glorified eſtate; and experience teaches us, that none have 
groſler and meaner thoughts of Chriſt, than ſuch whoſe 
minds dwell on his figure in a ſenſleſs Image. Yet after all, 
ſuppoſing an Image did ſer out the atts of Chriſt, as well as 
the Holy Scripture, ic doth not follow we ſhould adore the 
Image, becauſe we do not adore the very Goſpels themſelves, 
nor did God ever command us to worſhip them ; if this ſup- 
poſition were true, it would only: prove the Hiſtorical uſe of 
Images, which we do not deny : . But when we conſider, that 
God choſe writing as the better way to convey to us the 
knowledge of Chriſt's ations, and neither uſed nor directed 
Images or Piftures ; ic is next to blaſphemy to aftirm, that 
a way invented by man (or perhaps by Satan) is-as good 
as that which God himſclfdid chuſe. And it is-moſt horrid 
to Chriſtian ears, to hear theſe daring men prefer Images 
before the ſacred Oracles of God, when they ſ1y, © If it be 
© pious to adore the Scripture, it is much more neceſſary to 
&« adore the things there ſpoken of, when we ſee them in ag 
© Tmage or Picture *. 

Again, the Patriarch Germanw argues, ©* That if the 
« Chriſtians at that time ſhould caſt away their Images, the 
© enemies of their Religion would ſay, they had been thus 
« long in an errour, and plead that fnch as. were once de» 
* ceived, could-not be truſted afterwards.|.: which isa rare 

argu- 
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argument why no man ſhould fcrike any error that he had 


once embraced : and this was the gre: t reaſon, why the 
| Roman Church at Trent, would not reform any practices, 


nor rec fie any errors, though complained of by her own 
Members, and by divers Biſhops in that Aſſembly, lelt they 
N.o:1d wc und their pre:eaded Infallibility; chuling rather 
toerralvays, than to be thought capable of being once mi- 
ſtaken. Arnecbi«« t:||s us the very ſame thing was the main 
hindrance cf the Fazians converion : * T har they reſolved 
«< todef.nd their molt unreaſonable ations, leſt they ſhuuld 
© be thought ever to have been ignorant ; and they counted 
© it more glory not to be overcome, than to yield to the 
* moſt manifeſt Truth *. Bur is this a thing for the diſciples 
of the Humble Jeſus toglory in ? Would it not be more for 
the credir of their Religion, to reform the abuſes which Su- 
perſtition had brought in, than to reſolve to keep them right 
or wrong? And were not Fews and Saracens, ( who in the 
very Acls of this Coun: il, pinch them very cloſe with Ar- 
guments ) more like to cenſure them for obſtinacy, and for 
ſtanding in an error which they could not defend; than for 
inconſtancy, when they embraced a manifeſt Truth ? Be- 


| ſides, ir was not the whole Chriſtian Church who had thus 


erred, the greater part of them by far ( in Germanw's time, 
and long afcer ) held the contrary opinion. Yea the obſtina- 


\ cy of Image-worſhippers made a Schiſm, which was more 


likely to open the mouths of Adverſzries. To conclude, 
Their Adverſaries might read in Hiſtories and other Au- 
thors, that the Primitive Chriſtians had no Images at all ; 
and they muſt nzeds know, that the adoration of them was 
never defined before: So that if they did cenſure them for 
inconſtancy, it was more like to be for their altering from 
Primitive Practice, and for eſtabliſhing a new DeC@trine after 
the Goſpel had been preached for near Eight Hundred years. 

One of the Arguers for Image-worſhip takes upon him 
to reprove an Heathen, for making Images of incorporeal 
beings: The Pagan asks him, why the Chriſtians made Pi- 
tures of Angels and worſhipped them, ſince they were in- 
corporeal beings? which was the ſame thing that the Hea- 


thens did, wh» by Statues worſhipped thoſe Deities —_ 
they 
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they had in honour, and adds, that bethinks, there isno ab- 
ſurdity either in their Images of inviſible beings, or in thoſe 
the Chriſtians made : Bur che Chriſtian diſputant ( being 
unwilling his worſhip and the Pagans ſhould ſeem to agree, 
and yer unable to reture the parallel ) flies to this groſs ab- 
ſurdiry z, to aflert, ** T hat the Angels are really corporeal 
& beings,” and ſo are the fouls of men alſo * , which falſhood 
pailes in this learnzd Council without any remark, though 
the Editor was fo much aſhamed of it, as toattempt to ex- 
cuſe it in the Margin. Another of their Authors 1s forced 
to turn a falſe accuſer of the Heathen, and ſay, « They 
&* honoured their Images as gods || . Wherezs in this rery 
Council (2s was noted) the Heathens utterly deny this, 
and ſolemnly affirm, they only worſhipped thoſe incorpo- 
real beings which the Images repreſented, and therefore 
they came off as well as theſe, who ſay, ** They do not 
« make the Image of Chriſt, to worſhip the Image it ſetf, 
* bur that the mind by ſeeing it, may fly to things above * . 
So that either both of them are criminals, or neicher, for 
both have the ſame excuſe. 

In the next Action, the oppoſers of Image-worſhip, ob- 
ſerving the growth of Superſtition, ſay, * They were not 
« 2ble to ſee the Church of the Faithful deceived , by the 
* policy of the _ - Now though it be plain, they 
could not mean this of the whole Catholick Church, ſince a 
great part of it was then aſſembled ro condemn |mage-wor- 
ſhip, yet this N:cene Council runs out into an impertinent 
harangue, to prove that the whole Catholick Church cannot 
be deceived by the Devil ; which we caſily and freely grant ; 
but when we remember what great numbers of Biſhops were 
in ſome Arrian Councils, we know the promiſes to the 
whole Church are no ſecurity to this Nicene Council, or 
their numerous party : nor will they prove, that they have 
not been deceived by the Devil, The like may be obſerved 
of that learned Oratour's flouriſhes in the Oration at the 
end of this Council; who ſays, ** If Idolatry could be 
« brought in again, the Devil wovld be too ſtrong for Chriſt, 
*2and it would bring into queſtion, whether Chriſt had 
* overcome the world, or God were Omnipotent : and if 
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*© our Saviour*s Patients could relapſe, he would be no good 
&* Phyſician of Souls || ; which argument runs upon the lame 
miſtake, this corrupt Limb ſuppoſes it ſelf to be the whole 
Body, and thinks if they. erred, the whole Church myſt 
needs fail. At this rate we -, " prove no Church nor part 
of a Church could ever fall into Schiſm or Hereſie, afcer they 
had been once Catholick. Yea, that no private man once 
Redeemed and Baptized could fall into any fin, without 
bringing the efficacy of Chriſt's Merits and God's Omnipo- 
tence into queſtion. And the argument ſuppoſes, that men 
once redeemed and regenerate, are not left with any liberty 
of Will, nor ſo much as any power to fall off; and that God 
ufes his Omnipotence to preſerve Men and Churches from 
Hereſie or Sin. 

Finally, after all theſe learned arguments for giving wor- 
ſhip to Images, they cannot tell what kind of worſhip it is 
that we ought to give them : For they account © thoſe to be 
© yery fooliſh, who ſay, it is ſufficient to have Images for 
&« helping the memory, and not for worſhip j- which paſ- 
ſage the Pope's Legats ſhould not have conſented to, lince 


it gives the name of Fool to Gregory the Great, who ſaith, 

* Images are placed in Churches not to be adored, bur ty 

* inſtrult the Ignorant #. Anda great, as well as ancicut 

Author tells us, <* The holy Fathers had Piftures and Ima- 

« pes of the Saints ; but it was only for Hiſtory and helping 

© memory, not for _ |. But it ſeems they were fools 
e 


alſo; for there is more uſe to be made of Images than ſo, 
theſe new DoCtors ſay ; ** We muſt falute and embrace 
© them for their honour, and give them due worſhip; we 
© may call it Salutation or Adoration, which we pleaſe; 
& for they are all one* : Yea, we may call iteither kiſſing 
or adoring, for they are both one; and (they ſay) that 
« whatever we kiſs, that we adore ||. And this they prove 
by many inſtances of Scriptures, where kiſſing is mentioned 
as an expreſſion of civil refpeft : However we muſt not give 
<« the worſhip of Latria to Images, nor worſhip the Picture 
&« of Chriſt, or his Mother, with that worſhip which is 1n 
<« Spiritand Truth *. And yetelſewhere they tell us, © He 
© that adores an Image, adores in it the ſubſiſtence that it 
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« reprefents ||. And that the worſhip given to the Image ! 47.7. pag. 


Now then fince Chriſt is 555-E- 
AAAE pag. 


<«is referred ro the Principal *. 
the Principal; and is to be worſhipped with Latria, and in 
Spiritand in Truth; and it is his ſubſiſtence which they 
adore in the Image, and all the worſhip given to the Image 
is Cireſted to Chrilt ; why ſhonld noc they worſhip Chrilt's 
Image with Latria, and in Spirit and Truth ? Aquinas af- 
firms, that the Image of Chriſt ought to be worſhipped with 
the ſame worſhip, that he who is repreſented by it is wor- 
ſhipped with; and ir neceſſarily follows from their premiſes, 
though they would deny the concluſion. But let them de- 
clare, whether they worſhip Chriſt or the Image z if it be 
Chriſt, Civil reſpeC, kiſſing-and bowing, which are ex- 
preſſions of honour to men, are too low and mean for him 
if it be the Image, Religious worſhip is ( by their own 
confeſſion ) too high and excellent for it: if they ſay chey 
worſhip both together, | ask, how can they at the ſame time 
mix two ſuch Cifferent things, as civil reſpett and religious 
worſhip? This would puzzle the acuteſt Logician, and is 
far above the capacity of the common people. Again, it 
muſt be enquired, where this adoration ſhall cerminate ? If 
on Chriſt, how dare they deny to give him religious and 
ſpiritual worſhip? If it terminate on the Image, (as one 
would think they mean, when they bring in proofs from ex- 
amples of men's kiſſing and bowing to one another, and will 
not allow it to be Latria) then their Adverſaries have no 
great conteſt with them ; for if there were no danger of Sn- 
perſticion and Idolatry, they could give theſe outward 
marks of reſpect to a picture of Chriſt ; and if they avoid it, 
the reaſon is, the avoiding ſcandal and peril of ldolatry. 
But this will not pleafe theſe Nicene Fathers; for there is 
ſomething more due to the perſon of Chriſt, which is repre- 
ſented, than bare civil reſpect : So that ſomething they 
would have, but they know not what it is, nor what name 
co call it by : If we call it kiſſing and faluting, thar, a Prince 
may give to his Subjects, and yet none wilt ſay he adores 
them : If we call it worſhipping and adoring, theſe words 
are applied to the higheſt honour we can give toGod, and 
therefore there is ſome —_ due to Images, but there is 
2 G no 
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no proper name for it ; the very Patrons of it know not what 
to make of it, and therefore we may juſtly reject it as an un- 
intelligible and unpraQticable thing, 


CHAP. VIII 
Of the Authority and Credit of this Coun- 


cal. 


ACS the Pope's Legats ſate in this Council, and the 

Pope himſelf confirmed ir, and though ic uſurped the 

name of a General Council, and was ſo called at Rome; yer 

the Authority of that See was not ſufficient in that and the 

next Ageto keep it from being rejedted and condemned in 

many parts of the Chriſtian world. For inthe Eaſt, though 

Conſtantine the Emperor, while he was under the tuition of 

his Mother Irene, had confirmed it, yet ( as Plarinatells us ) 

being come to Reign alone, ©** He foon afcer abrogated the 

, * Conſticution of the Second Nicene Council for adoring 

| Platina in. © Images!|. And in the Weſt, the Emperor Charles the 

vis. Adrian. Great, called a Council of Three Hundred of his Biſhops 

6 ci at Frankford, Anno 794. who expreſly condemned this Ni- 

F. Spanhem. cene Synod, as to their Decrecs about Images ; and he allo 

SeZ. 7.p4g. ( by advice of thoſe Biſhops) writ a Book to confute the ar- 
443, gumentsthere urged, as we will now _y prove. 

Firſt, asto the Council of Frankford, that it did reject 

and condemn the NVicene Synod, as to Image-worſhip, is 

| Concil. ut Jearnedly proved by Facobua Sirmondws ||, who declares, that 

Jupr. Tom 7. Baronins and Bellarmine do both confeſs this to be true *. 

= 4h P. And though Biniws had very fraudulently fuppreſſed the 


* Jbid. pxg, Canons of Frankford, becauſe one of them is expreſly againſt 
1070.3, . Images, yet Labbeout of Sirmonduws hath now Printed theſe 
Canons. 


the Second Nicene Council. 


Canons |]. And Caſſunder affirms, ** That although the 
«Pope's Legat were at Frankford, yet by the unanimous 
« conſent of the Fathers, that Greek Synod, ſo far as con- 
« cerned the adoration of Images was rejeted and condem- 
* ned, as not only contrary to Scripture, and the Tradition 
« of the Fathers, but alſo to the cuſtom of the Roman 
©* Church ; which condemnation ( faith he ) is inſerted into 
«the Capitulars of that Synod *#. Now theſe Learned Ro- 
maniſts are much more to be credited in a matter which makes 
againſt the intereſt of their Church, than Surizs and Binixe, 
who mcerly to tlatrer their own party, do vainly attempt to 
prove, that this Synod did not condemn Image-worſhip. 
But their arguments are frivolous, and their authorities et-- 
ther ſuch partial modern Authors, as Alanws, Sanders, YVaſ- 
quins and Suarez; or elſe ſome miſtaken writers, who writ. 
in the Age before; ſuch as Platina, e/Emylius and Nauele- 
rs, who were ſo ignorant, that they thought Felsx, 
( whoſe Hereſie about the Naturesand Adoption of Chriſt 


was here condemned *-) had maintained the taking away of- 
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Conſult. artic,. 
21, f4g 592. 


* Concil. Tom. 


Images ;. and that the Council of Frankford condemned him 7- Þ4g 1074. 


for that opinion : Unleſs we can excuſe them, by ſaying, 
they were unwilling to declare, that the Doctrine of Image-- 
worſhip ( which the Roman Church in their time had recei- 
ved ) was condemned in fo eminent a Council as that of 
Frankford, However the miſtakes and blunders of a few 
ignorant or zealous Writers of the laſt Century cannot weigh 
down thoſe clear Teſtimonies of Ancient and Avthentick 
Authors; ſome of them living near the time of this Council; 
who all affirm, that the Nicene Synod, which enjoyned the 
adoration of Images, was condemned at Frankford, whichr 
we will now prove, to ſhew the impudence of Surix« and Bi- 
nizs, who pretend, that the Magdebargenſes, or Innova» 
tors( 2s they call them ) invented this Canon; the words of 
which; as their own Writers S:rmondus and Labbe relate: 
them, are theſe : 

Concal, Frankford, Can. 2, * There was produced a que- 
© ſtion about that new Synod, which they had held at Con- 
* tantinople, in which it was written, that they ſhould be 
© Anathematized who-did not give worſhip and adoration 
*t0 
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* Fincmar- 
Khem.contr. 
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pud Goldaſt. p. 
82. 


I (ron. Regin. 
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© tothe Images of the Saints, 5nd of the divine Trinity up+ 
« on which cur molt Holy Fathers rejecting this worſhip agd 
& 2doration upon all accounts deſpiſed and condemned it *, 

.To confirm which Canon Sirmendwus Cites Eginbartus a 
writcr, who lived at that time, and affirms, ** That the 
« Synod whicha few years before wzs gathered at Conſtanti- 
« wople, under Irene and Conſtantine her Son, and- was by 
them called not only the Seventh, but a Gencral Council, 
was rejected of all || . | 

it is a poor ſhift of our Advyerſaries to ſay, that the Ca- 
non and Hiſtory both are meant of the Conſtantinepolitan 
Synod for demoliſhing Images: For that Synod was held 
above Thirty years before, and was under Conſtan- 
tine Copronymw, and ſo could not be called the new Synod 
of the Greeks under Conſtantineand Irene ;, beſides the Canon 
ſaith exprelly, it was called to eſtabliſh the adoration of 
Images. So that though they name Conſtantinople, becauſe 
this Synod firſt met there, and removed to Nice, and finally 
adjourned thither from Mice to get its decrees confirmed : 
Yet they can mean no other but the Council of Nice, held 
but about Seven years before this of Frank/ord, which being 
obſerved, we proceed to other Authorities. 

Hincmarw Archbiſhop of Rhemes, ſaith, ** In the time 
& of Charles the Great, by order of the Apoſtolick See, and 
&« at the Summons of the Emperor, a General Synod was 
&« called in France, where according to the path of Scripture, 
* and the Tradition of the Ancients, the falſe Synod of the 
«Greeks was deſtroyed and utterly made void. --So that by 
© the authority of this Council, the Veneration of Images 
«vas ſomewhat checked *. Regrnotells us, © That falſe 
«* Synod which the Greeks had made for adoring Images, was 
& rejected by the Biſhops |] . Another ancient Chronicle 
ſaith, © The Synod which a few years before was gathered 
&« 2t Conſtantinople, under Irene and Conſtantine her Son, 
& which they called the Seventh, and a General Council, was 
« made void and rejected by all: So that ic ſhould neither 
<« be counted the Seventh, nor any Council at all#. To 
which may. be added the words of Aventinw, who declares 
that, ** In the Council of Frankford, under Charles th: 

« Great, 
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« Great, the decrees of the Greeks for adoring Images were 

6 rejected ||. Thelike account is given of this matter by | qvent Amal, 

our old Engliſh Monks, who cannot be ſuſpeRed of partiali- Zoiar. lib, 4. 

ty, and they ſay, ** Charles King of France ſent a Synodical P- *53- 

&« Book into Britain, directed to him from Conftantinople, in 

&« which book, alas! finding many things inconvenient, and 

© contrary tothe True Faith ; eſpecially that it was confirm- 

* ed by the Suffrage of no leſs than 1 hree Hundred Biſhops, 

« and moſt of the Eaſtern Doctors, that we ought to adore 

* Images, which thing the Church'of God holds accurſed. 

Albinws ( otherwiſe called Alcuinw ) writ an Epiſtle againſt 

it, wonderfully confirmed by the Authority of the Divine * &9g-Zovedex 

Scripture, and carried that Epiſtle with the Book in the Ro ju 

name of our Biſhops and Princes to the King of France *, k—_ ag 
Moreover, there was a book written either by Charles the 5peabem. p. 

Great, or by ſome of his Biſhops in his name, to confute the 453,VTe. 

Council of Nice, which Book is proved to be genuine by 

Sirmondx,, who found it in an old Manuſcript, and faith, all Cone. T1 

men now own it to be Authentick ||. Hincmarm declares, - _— eg 

he had often ſeen and read it in the Palace *. Eccins Cites * Hincmar. 

it in his Enchiridion, and Aug. Steuchus ſaith, it was extant cont. Lad. c. 

at Rome in the Lateran Palace||. And thoſe objeftions 0 

which Pope Adriananſwers, were taken ont of this Book of be x 

Charles the great. There was alſo another book of his Son ,Q6, is 

Lewis mentioned by Hincmarw, who ſaith, © That though 

© the Synod at Frankford had given ſome check to the Vene- 

& ration of Images ; yet Adrian, and other Popes perſiſted 

© in that opinion, and after the death of Charles, more 

& ffercely promoted the worſhip of their Puppets #. So that * Suzrum pup» 

&« Dewss the Son of Charles, writ a ſharper book againſt the P49" cxinum. 

« worſhip of Images-than his Father had done: And he 

adds,** Adrian alto anſwered this book of Lew,and excuſed 

© the matter, replying after his own fancy, and not what 

* he ought to have ſaid, for ſome of the things he urged 

* are ſuch as ( ſetting aſide his Pontifical power ) have nei- 

« ther Truth nor Authority to bear them out ||] . The ſame 14 wincmer. «- 

Lews the Godly, ſent Feremy Biſhop of Sencons, and Jonas pud Goldaſd. 

Biſhop of Orleans in an Embaſſy to Evgenias, with divers 5 /upr-P- 33. 

ColkCtions againſt the adoration of Images, charging them © 75* 

vt to 


as 


*. Captt, edit. 
Baluz Tom.1. 
An8:4.p.643. 


|| Claud, Tauy. 
ap.Wolf, Mem, 
Led. Tom.1. 
p.zig. 

* Aeobardus 
edit. Pariſ. An. 
2666. 

|| ibid. Tom. 1. 
de imag. Set. 
15.f. 242, 


* ibid. Sc.1 7. 
p. 244, 


| ibid Se. 9. 
p-247,248. 


<« their life time? If ye therefore worſhip a 
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&* to diſpute this matter patiently and modeſtly with the 
&« Pope, lelt by violent oppoſition, they ſtould drive him 
&« into an incurable obſtinacy : And a little after he directs 
what to do, ©.in caſe the Roman obſtinacy ſhould bring this 
« Embaſly to prove fruitleſs *. And though after this the 
Roman Church openly abetred this new Doctrine of adoring 
Images,the Gallican and GermaneChurches did not think Rome 
ſo infalible as to receive it upon the Pope*s credit, For about 
the ſame time, Claudia T aurinenſis argued thus againſt thar 


-Doctrine, **if the Images of the Apoſtles be to be invoked, 


& why did they not ſuffer themſelves to be _ to in 
roſs becauſe 

«© Chriſt hung on ſuch a piece of wood, why do ye not wor- 
&« ſhip all Virgins at this day, ſince Mary who bore Chriſt 
«* wasa Virgin? and why do ye not fall down and adore the 
« Mangetrs of Aſſes and Oxen, and ſach like Swadling- 
& cloaths as Chriſt was wrapped in? why do you not offer 
&« incenſe and make Vows to Boats and Ships, ſince he paſſed 
& over the Sea in ſuch kind of Veſſels||? A little after Ago-' 
bardus the famous Biſhop of Lyons, writ a TraQt againſt 
Images, lately publiſhed with.the approbatian of the Do- 
Ctors of the Sorbonne * : . wherein he 2fhrms, © That viſible 
&* things hinder our minds from apprehending things invi- 
&« ſible|]. That worſhippers of Images are not only Sacri- 
< Jegious in giving divine honour to the work of their own 
© hands, bur fooliſh, to attribute holinefs to a dead thing, 
& and S3nctification ( which only comes from God?'s word 
© 2:5 the Apoſtle ſaith ) toa ſpeechleſs image . If they ob- 
jet, * They do nor adore the Image as believing any divini- 
«ryinit, but for the honour of him whoſe image it is : 
he anſwers, ** if it be not a God, it is not to be worſhipped in 
& honour of the Saints, for they do not arrogate this divine 
& honour to theraſelves. And after the Perſecutions ceaſed 
« they only painted the Croſs without any /humane figure, 
© Providence ordering it ſo, leſt if ſuch as had left the wor- 
&« ſhipof Devils, had been commanded to worſhip the ima- 
« pes of the Saints, it ſhould be thought they had not left 
«their Idolatry, but only changed their Images || . He adds, 
& That the Images of Chriſt and the Apollles mentioncd 
& in 
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©<in Euſebizs, were. kept only for love and memory, not , 

« ( as the Heathen uſed ) for any religious Honour or Wor- 

«ſhip*. Andit Hezekiab be commended for breaking the * 164. $8.20, 

&« Brazen Serpent when the people began to worſhipit asan p. 248. 

&« |dol, though it was made by God's command : ic would 

« be more pious to break and grind to powder, all the Images 

« of the Saints, and the Saints themſelves would be pleatcd 

«3tit; ſince they diſlike to be worſhipped as Idols, and to 

« have God diſhonoured under pretence of honouring them. 

And this may be the better done, becauſe God never com- 

manded the making of theſe Images, but men invented 

them ||.. ** And he thinks we ſhould rather adore the works 1 i6id.se3.23. 

© of God's hands than of mens, and therefore it were more þ. 254. 

«fir to worſhip living than painted men'*., Again, ** He * 4i4.5e8.28. 

© that worſhips a Picture, or Image, doth not offer any Ser- p. 262. 

«yiceto God, or Honour to Angels or Saints, but he wor- 

« ſhips the Image it ſelf. And the crafty enemy of mankind 

« islabouring to bring Idolatry in again, under pretence of 

&« honouring the Saints; and that he may again be adored 

&« under divers forms, to avert our minds from God, and 

© draw us down to carnal things||. Hetells us the Ancients j ;4i4.5ed 31. 

« had Pictures only for hiſtory and memory, not for wor- p. 264,265. 

© ſhip: for noancient Catholick ever ſaid they were to be 

&* worſhipped or adored , To place our hope in them, is * ibid.sc8. 32, 

« for want of Faith in the heart ; and it is not more ridicu- P+ 265- 

© lous to expect Corn and Wine, Fiſh and Veniſon from 

&©« Painted Fields and Vineyards, Seas and Foreſts, then to 

« hope for help from the Pictures of Angels, Apoſtles and 

© Martyrs, which can neither do good nor evil: Toavoid 

« which Superſtition, the Fathers rightly defined there 

&« ſhould be no Pictures in the Church j + Yet when they | ;4;4.5e8.23. 

were uſed, the errour was not then ſprung up, that Pi- p. 266, 

ures ſhould be called Holy, and be ordered to be A- 

dored *. And if any now would excuſe it. by ſaying, *ibid.se@.z4; 

they adore the Saints and not their Images, this craft p- 267. 

will not profit them; ſince God declares, he will not gave 

bu glory to another, nor his praiſe to carved Images ||. | nears 
.267.9c, 


I In 


£0 
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Iſaaci Angeli 
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' Forefathers for many hundred years, and had not 


4 Diſcourſe of 


In this manner doth this great Man argue againſt both the 
Pope and his General Council; and there is more of Argu- 
ment in-this one little Tratt, than can be found in all that 
voluminous Nicene Council. 

Therefore it is no wonder, that Anaftaſims the Tranſlator 
ofthis Council, abour Thirty years afrer Agobardw his 
death, confeſſes, ** That divers of the French did not be- 
« lieve the Doctrine of In2ge-worſhip, nor was it yet re- 
* vealed rothem what profit came by Images; for they af- 
« firmed that nothing made by men*s hands ought to be ado- 
red || : which coming from a flatterer of the Pope's, is good 
evidence, that Image-worſhip was not received in France, 
no not near the end of the Ninth Century. In the Twelfth 
Century, when the Emperor Frederick Barbaroſſa went 
againſt the Saracens, ** The Armenian Chriſtians took the 
te Germans for their friends,” becauſe the adoration of Ima- 
&« ves was forbid in their worſhip, 2s it was alſo among 
« them*. About that time Durand: writ in the Weſt, 
who faith of the Church in his time, ** We neither adore 
© images, nor call them Gods, nor put 2ny truſt in them ; 
*fot that were Idolatry, only we give a veneration to them 
<« jn'temembrance of things done in former times ||. An 
again, * Since neither Men nor Angels are to be adored, 
« they are to blame, who under pretence of Religion, 
« adore divers Images, ſince it is unlawful to worſhip any 
*thing made with hands, there being one only Image of 
& God the Father, whom with the Father we coght to vene- 
& rate and adote *. 

So that we may ſee it is no new thing in Proteſtants tore- 
jet this pretended General Council, and the Doctrine it 
attempts to eſtabliſhy becauſe it was rejected by all our 

een uni- 
verſally received, if Ignorance and Superſtition: had not 
ovet-ranall theſe parts of the World. 

As for the poor Evaſions which ſome late Undertakers 
( ſuch as Maimburg and Natalis Alexander ) have made uſe 
of to avoid the charge brought againſt this Council of Nice, 
by Charles the Great and his Council of Frankford, as if thy 

ha 


the Second Nicene' Council. 
had miſtaken the ſence of it, the Reader may find them 


all confirm what fome others before have denied, that the 
Council which was oppoſed and condemned by the Council 
of Frankford, as a fall, wicked, erroneous and heretical Sy- 
nod, was this Second Council of Nice, which is accounted 
the Seventh General Council by the Church of Rome. That 
it was the ſame Council, I appeal to them, and what has 
been already proved ; and that it was thus falſe and errone- 
| 046, I hope the former Chapters have made good ;z and which 
alſo the Church of Rome at laſt muſt acknowledge, or elfe 
muſt forego many of its DoCtrines, which are therein expoſed 
and contradied, as I ſhall now proceed to ſhew. 


, CHAP. IX. 


Of ſuch paſſages in this Council as do not agree 
with the preſent Opinions of the Roma- 
niſts. 


FTER all the zeal which thoſe of Rome ſhew for this 

. Council, and all the glorious Titles they beſtow _ 

it, Tdare ſay they will not ſtand to all things declared by 

this General Council of theirs, no not though Pope Adrian's 
Legats were preſent at it, and He confirmed it. .. 

or firſt, whereas they pretend the Biſhop of Rome hath 

the ſole power of ſummoning General Councils, and alſo of 

preſiding in them, and of confirming all they do : Yea, 

though the modern Editors of this very Council oben, 

I 2 © '1 hat 


ST 


clearly dertefted and ſolidly confured by Fred. Spanheming, .,q 7.8.9. 
in his Hiſtoria Imaginum, publiſhed 1686. And who after 82. 5c, 
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&« That [rene and her Son wrote to Pope Aarian, that that 
& Synod might be called by his Authority ||]. The Council 
it ſelf diſcourſes otherwiſe y and ſhews this Council was cal- 
led by the Imperial Authority. The Emperor and Empreſs 
declare, that, ** They with their SubjeQts and Prelates, had 
© Decreed there ſhould be a General Council, and that Fhey 
& had ſent a Sicilian Biſhop with their command for jt to Pope 
© Adrian \}. The PatriarchTaraſime alſo deſires ©* the People to 
©<joyn wich him in getitioning their Majeſtics, that a General 
& Council might be called *. Yea, we are told that the 
«Emperor and Empreſs commanded a Council to be held in 
*the Metropolitan City of Nice ||. And inthe beginning 
of every ACt it is ſaid, © The General Council gathered by 
&« God's grace, and the Religious command of their Sacred 
© Majeſties *. Ifir be objected, that the Pope's conſent was 


. asked, lanſwer, that we are here told, © That ( not only 


&« the Pope, but) all the reſt of the Patriarchs ought to conſent 
© toevery lawful General Council || : which DoQtrine will 
prove the Aſſembly at Trent to have been no lawful General 
Council, becauſe only one of the five Patriarchs conſented 
toit. Nor was the Pope eſteemed the ſole Supreme orde- 
rer of all matters at this Council of Nice. For though his Le- 

ts had the honour to be firſt named, as the Biſhop of Rome 
had a Primacy of order only, yet the Patriarch of Conftanti- 


* 40.1.9.46.E nople was deſired to ſpeak firſt *. And he was the great 


| 43.8. p.622, 
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* AX1. pag. 
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* A718 pag. 
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manager of all affairs in it; yea, he is called the Governour 
of this Council ||, even as his predeceſſor Anatolixs is alſo 
called the Governour of the Fourth General Council #. And 
Tuvenal Patriarch of Feraſalem hath the ſame Titles ||; inti- 
mating unto us, that all' the Patriarchs, as well as he of 
Rome, had a governing power in Councils. Finally, asto 
the confirmation of the Decrees of this Synod, that was had 
alſo from the Imperial Authority in the Firſt place. For we 
are told, that this. Council adjourned to Conftantinople, 
where being met again, ** The Empreſs and her Son preſi- 
« ding *, they read over what they had done at Nice, and 
« prayed them to ſign and confirm theſe things withtheir 
& pious Subſcriptions, which their Imperial-Majeſties n_ 

wgiy 
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dingly did ||; and all this before it was ſent to Pope Arian. | A2.8. pag. 
Secondly, they pretend that the Biſhop of Rome was al- 5943. 

ways 2ccounted the ſole univerſal Paſtor and Biſhop of the 

whole World. - But the Tranſlator of this Council, Anafta- 

fins confeſſeth, that theſe Fathers of Nice often call the Pa- 

triarch of Conſtantinople, Univerſal Biſhop || ; and that Title | Prefat. 4ne- 

is given to Taraſims very often in this Council. Yea, in the /t4-p48-30 #+ 

old Latin Copy Pope Adrian himſclfcalls him Vniverſal Pa- 

triarch, which the Fathers of Rome ridiculouſly excuſe, by 

ſaying ſome Grecian had corrupted the' Latin Copy *, (which * 44-2: Fer. 

was in the Pope's own cuſtody.) And whereas Anaſtaſius £462 50 

in an addition to Adrian's Letter ( which no doubt is of his 

own invention ) makes that Pope gravely forbid the Greek, 

Emperor to call Taraſius Univerſal ||. It is to be noted there 4 "0 

is not one word of that addition in the Greeck,, nor old Latin **7*©* 

Copy ;, and ſothe matter of fact is falſe : Bur if it were true, 

that Adrian did forbid the uſe of that Title, the Greeks con- 

ſtantly uſing ir after that Prohibition, ſhews how little they 

valued the Authority of the Pope in thoſe days, ſo that he 

gets nothing by this fiction. And by the way, we may note 

the impudence of this ſycophant Anaſtaſins, who was a meer 

creature of the Pope's; and in this Letter of Pope Adrian's, 

puts in this ſentence into his Tranſlation ( of which there is 

not one word in the Greek.) The Church of Rome, which is 

the head of all Churches ||: nor doth the old Latin Copy own q 47 2.48 

any ſuch words. Moreover that forged Latin Addition of 10:.2. 

his is nothing but groſs flattery : For he makes Pope Adrian #142 ©92.D- 

talk big of the ** Veneration that is to be given to the chief 

&«. See byall the Faithful in the World ; and of S. Peter's be- 

© ing made the Porrer of Heaven, and a Prince over all, 

& from whoſe preaching all che World have received their 

& Doctrines ||; with much more ſuch like ſtuff : But it is | 48 *- pag: 

enough to condemn this forgery, that the Greek, Original, 

and old Latin Verſion have nothing of this; and therefore 

it was Anaſtaſius's own device to wheedle Pope John the 

Eighth ( to whom he dedicates his Tranſlation ) out of ſome 

good preferment ; yet if Adrian had ſaid all this, he were 

only a witneſs in his own Cauſe, and ſo not to be truſted. [ 

conclude 
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conclude this note with a warning to all Readers of the Re- 
man Editions of Councils and Fathers, not to give credit to 
the great words they find in them concerning the Roman 
Chutch 5 for we ſee by this example, that even in Anaſta- 
ſis his time ( wholived Eight Hundred years ago ) and ever 
ſince they have made no ſcruple to corrupt Records for the 

exalting of that Church. 
Thitdly,they are very poſitive at Rome now, T hat all theic 
Popes have been infallible: yet it is declared here, that 
. ,, Pope Honorics was a Vonothelite, and was condemned for 
rea that Hereſie by the Sixth General Council, as the Roman 
"he Charch Editions of that Council yet ſhew. And again in this which 
of Rome, Pref. they call the Seventh General Council, the ſame Honorius 
Þ. 56. Biſhop of Rome is Anathematized as a Monothelite by Tara- 
* 42, 3.p.166, ſis *, by the Patriarch of Feruſalem|| , and by this whole 
CG. Council of Nice*. And afterwards they all renounce 
ve 7 rt Honorius by name, among other Hereticks ||. The Pope's 
D. 6,433, Legates in the next page conſenting to, and ſubſcribing 
k 42.7.p.555. this condemnation *. Andall theſe Fathers afirm in their 
B. Synodical Epiſtle to the Emperour that, © They had Ana- 
* ib-p. 558.4. «< thematized the opinions of Arixs, Macedonims,&c. and 
of Honorius, by their general conſent, and the concurrence 
1 48.7.+.532, of the Holy Ghoſt ||. From whence IT thus argue, either 
A. Honorizs was a Heretick, and then he was not only fallible 
but erred aCtually in a matter of Faith: or if he was no 
Heretick, then this General Council, and Pope Adrian who 
confirmed it, were not infallible, either way condemns their 

boaſted of infallibility. 

As toother opinions and practices we may obſerye, Firſt, 
That the Superſtition about Images was not come to that 
height, to which it arrived in after ages: For Germanus 
the Patriarch is here cited with approbation, and he de- 
clares, They never made any figure of God, but only of 
* 47,4.p291. Chriſt incarnate*. And he affirms they did not give any 
B. C, worſhipto the Saints, but only to God ; for when they »p» 
- proached the Image of a Saint, they ſaid no more than, 
« Glory be to thee, O Lord, mentioning the name of that 
I i&-p.312.P. © particular Saint||. Yea and aftewards, it ſeems there 
were 
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were no ſu direct prayers made to the Images of Chriſt 
and the Saints, asare now in uſe; for we are told that then 
they thus addreſſed to. God before a Saints Image, ** Bleſſed 
&© be the God of this and all other Saints, who haſt given 
<« them patience, and made them worthy of thy Kingdom, 
&*.make us alſo partakers with them, and by their Prayers 
* ſaveus *.. And before the Image of our Saviour they « 4g, ,... 
& adored, and Spiritually gave thanks to God the Lord of p. _ 
& all, who vouchſafed to take the form of a Servant, and 
« ſave the world, being made like to us, in all but ſin|| . | ;zj4. x. 
This was modeſt in compariſon of their modern way of ma- 
king direCt Prayers before theſe Images, and ſometimes even 
to them : Itappears alſo, that they never uſed any ceremo- 
ny of Conſecration to a Croſs in thoſe days * : But now « 44, 64.454. 
that, and all other Images muſt be hallowed with great So- C. 
lemaity. 

Again, nothing is plainer from the words of this Coun- 
cil, than that the common people then received the Cup in 
the Euchariſt, For the Patriarch Germanw affirms that, 
* All the people of Chriſt in the receiving of his moſt holy 
*© Body and Blood, ( by which according to his appointment 
& is celebrated the memory of his death and refurreCtion ) 
&« are filled with moreearneſt and vigorous deſires thereby, 
6 than the Hart hath after the water-brooks ||. Which | 42 
Epiſtle is highly applauded by the whole Council, and con- "5304: 
ſented to as very Orthodox by the Pope's Legates * ; and in- * 42, 4.p.323. 
deed this- was the praCtice at Rome then : But they of the A. 

Church of Rome have ſince abrogated our Lord's own inſtitu- 
tion and praCtice, by a non obſtante, and have 2lfo rejeted 
what is approved in this their own dear General Council. 

Beſides, Thefe-holy Fathers differ from the Church of Rome 
in a point of Faith. For in their Creed, agreed on by ge- 
neral conſent, they affirm that, © The Holy Ghoſt 
*© proceedeth from the Father ||. To conceal which diffe- (2, 2 72; 
rence in beth the Latin Verſions, they have corrupted the arcewi- 
place and put in theſe words, And from the Son* ; and the #vov 
Editors let it go ſo, though Labbe doth confeſs in the Mar- \4%7- 514+ 


gin, that an ancient Manuſcript wants theſe words, and from 
| the 


UMI 


56. 
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the Son: And if we may give credit to; Baxowmig this Addi- 
tion was firſt made to the old Creed in a ; Toleds, 


I Beyox. Anat, by the diretion of the Roman Biſhop.!] --* And yet the Roman 
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Creed ( as he ſaich) was not altered tiffthe time of Pope 
Beneditt the Seventh, An. 1112. And then they began to 
Put in theſe words into all Creeds, to make them agree with 
that at Rome : So faithful are they in preſerving the moi S$a- 
cred Records of. Aﬀtiquity. . . 

The Eighty Second Canon of the Sixth General Council; 
which allows the making an Image of Chriſt in humane 
form, is cited by Pope Adrian with this declaration, «hat 
he receives thoſe Canons as lawfully and divinely eſtabliſhed, 
and calls this a Teſtimony of the Orthodox Faith * : Yea, 
the whole Council cite the ſame, as a Canon made by the 
Holy Fathers aſſembled by divine Providence || : In another 
place it wascalled, ** A Canon of the Sixth General Coun- 
cil, and was read before the Pope?s Legates, and approved 
by all the Council of Nice. Yea Taraſiw openly affirms, 
© .it was a genuine Canon of the Sixth General Council, and 
© that all who make objeCtious againſt theſe Canons, are ſick 


* 42.4. p.234,7 ** of the diſeaſe of ignorance * , But now Barons and his 
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Echo Binixs, rejeft all theſe Canons, as being ſpurious, 
and ſay, they were made by a little Council falſly called the 


{Tom.6.Concil. Sixth, and are not approved || ; heaping up many frivolous 


in nots 'Binil 
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arguments to weaken their credit: andq if you ask why 
they damn theſe Canons, which a Pope and a General Coun- 


cil had approved? You muſt note many of theſe Canons 


condemn the Opinions and Prattices of the modern Church 
of Reme, and therefore out they muſt go, right or wrong : 
For the Thirteenth Canon ** Condemns the cuſtom of inm- 
<« poſing ſingle life ypon Prieſts and Deacons at their Ordi- 
« nation, as they then did at Rome, The Ninetcenth Ca- 
non ſaith, * Scripture is to be interpreted ( not by the Pope, 
but ) © by the writings of the Fathers, when any contro- 
he Thirty Sixth Canon, confirms thoſe 


old Canons, *©* which give the See of Conſtantinople equal 
& priviledge with that of Rome : And the Fifty fifth Canon 
condemns the cuſtom of the Komas Church, viz. © faſting 

cc on 
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*"on Saturdays, 'and renewirig the! ofd. Apoſtolical Canon, 
* forbids all, !*an@ pereicularly theſe at -Kome, to faſt any 
& more upon the Saturday. Theſe are ſevere blows given 
tothe Roman Churches Dottrine and Rites and therefore 
Baronims and Binizs, will rather loſe a plauſible Teſtimony 
for Images, than endure to allow of any Canons that con- 
eradict their Modern Church of Rome. And indeed thoſe 
writers give a thouſand inſtances of this Partiality; for 
they approve any thing on the ſlighteſt evidence which 
makes for the Roman Church, and will notallow the beſt 
atteſted paſſages if they make againſt it; that is the ſole 
Touchſtone, which theſe Mercenary Authors uſe, in al- 
lowing or condemning all Councils or Ancient Writings. 
Bur | muſt remark, that if theſe Canons be not genuine ; 
the Ramaniſts will not only loſe this fine Teſtimony for 
Images, with which the Nrcerne Council was ſo well plea- 
ſed; But they bring into queſtion- their dear Infallibilicy, 
for they make a Pope and General Council to err, in the 
very proofs they bring for a point which they account, de 
fjde; Though I think, Pope Adrian, and thoſe at Nice, 
knew better how to judge of Canons made not above one 
Hundred years before, than theſe partial Modern Writers, 
vho lived almoſt Nine Hundred years afterwards : So that 
ldoubt not thoſe Canons are very Authentick, and we may 
by them. obſerve, that in thoſe days Councils made no 
—_ to cenſure the Errors and ill Praftices of Rome it- 


| And there are ſome other matters of leſs moment where- 

athis very Council of: Nice did ſo, which I will briefly put 

wether. Nothing is more ordinary with our modern Ro- 

nfs, than totell us, © The Church was founded on St. Pe- 

"ter,,and that be is'the Rock ſpoken of, Aatth. 16. but 

lwaſius ſaith, '* That the Church is founded upon Chriſt 

'our Lord, who is the Rock *. And the whole Council 4 ,, p,,/;, 
their Letter to Pope Adrian (whom they call their Bro- p, ;5. z. 
er, and fellow Miniſter ) affirm, ©** Chrift is that Rock on 

"which the Church was eſtabliſhed, and fthat is both built 

'dyhim and on him |} : nor doth German differ much from | 42 8.5, 5:-. 

K them C., | 
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them when he ſaith, © The True Faith (that is in Chriſt) 
is the Rock whereon the Church is built * . But there is not 
one word in theſe Acts of S. Peters being that Rock. I know 
not how it will reliſh at Rome now,** That Biſhops are ſet over 
* Churches, and are not to meddle with affairs of State ||. And 
that Biſhops muſt not puniſh offenders as Princes do, by Con- 
fiſcation, Death, or Baniſhment, but only by adviſing them to 
keep private, and to faſt, in order to make them repent *,, 
And that if.they uſed any violence, either to the Faithful, 
or unbelievers, they ſhould be depoſed |} . They will not 
be pleaſed I fear with Anaſtaſizs, for diſcovering that 
the Popes could not agree about the number of the Apoſtoli- 
So that when one Pope had Decreed in Coun- 
cil there was but fifty of them to be received, another de- 
clares they were al to be received||. It will ſound odly at 
Rome now, to hear Pope Adrian making his petition to the 
Emperor, *© To reſtore unto him the Confecration of thoſe 
&« Biſhops and Archbiſhops which were of his own Dioceſe *; 
For in theſe later Ages he claims: the whole World for his 
Dioceſe, and challenges a right to Conſfecrate, or to Con- 
firm however, . all, the PreJates in every Nation. But times 
are altered ſince Anaſtaſims invented that part of the Epiſtle. 
Had he lived in the age of Pope Hildebrand, he would not 
have been ſo careful with a Marginal Note toexcuſe the Sixth 
Canon of this pretenced General Council, which orders, 
© That-Eccleſiaſtical Synods ſhall be held once a year ; and 
&« if any Prince hinder them, he ſhall be Excommunicated ||. 
But leſt in that Age Princes ſhould'take offence at this bold 
Decree,. Anaſtafims tells us in the Margin, *©* This Canonis 
© not owned by the Churchof Rome; and divers other Ca- 
© nons ( he ſaith ) are not in force there. I am ſure they own 
worſe Canons than this, at this day, in that Church : and 
it is very ſtrange, that Canens' made by a Pope and a Gene- 
ral Council ſhould not be binding.'; I-cannor ſee what need 
there is toalſemble Biſhops in.a General Council, and make 
Canons, if after all, one Church may take and Jeave wharit 
pleaſes, #frer it hath co:ſented to them all. - But this is the 
mode at Reme, after all their brags of Provincial and Guan 
Counciis; 
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Councils ; they make no ſcruple to reje&t them wholly, or 
receive ſome part of them, and reject the reſt, or allow 
them in one Age, and condemn them in another, if they 
prove not for their preſent turn. To conclude, how great 
a difference is there between this Council and Pope Gregory 
the Firſt. In this Council Phocas is called © The Dragon 
© of the great deep, and acruel Tyrant, who had Martyred 
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* the molt mild and righteous Prince Mauritixe * : bur be- a.47, , ws 


cauſe this bloudy Uſurper had given the Title of Univerſal 
Biſhop to Rome, Pope Gregory (et up his Statue there, and 
pretends to rejoyce extremely in his Letter to him, © That 
*© his excelient Piety was advanced to the Imperial Throne, 
© and calls upon Heaven and Earth to rejoyce at it ; with 
much more ſuch like Flattery *, 

This may ſuffice to ſet out this famous Council, which 
firſt brought in the Adoration of Images, and to ſhew what 
reaſon we have to rejeR jr, and that Doctrine which it de- 
ſigned to Eſtabliſh. 
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